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PREFACE. 


Tk India, i)y comnion consent of jdl political ])arties, is 
a ^n’cat Parlianientary boi’C, the gn^atcst possible Parlia- 
iiKMitary bore iinist surely be the case of Prince Azeein 
Jah. I have endt'avourcd to prove in this volume, 
that, bore as it may be, vve must learn to deal manfully 
and directly with this particular affair of the Carnatic 
Sovereignty, and with the general affairs of our Indian 
Empire" If the British Parliament and people care for 
none of these things, and leave them much longer to 
the al^solute will and pleasure of professional rulers, the 
ultimate result will be disastrous. The control of the 
Secretary of State, advised and instructed by a Council 
of retlrtnl ofUcials, though salutary, is generally insuHi- 
cient for the reversal of decrees to which the Department 
is committed. A Minister must be more or less tied by 
})recedents and pledges. The Nation, when its eyes 
are opened, will never hold itself debarred from a 
thorough change of policy by any scruple of broken routine 
or inconsistent records, by reverence for the wisdom of a 
Lord HaiTis or a Lord Lyveden, or by any regard for the 
reputation or feelings of eminently respectalue Peers in 
or out of office. 

In the debate on Mr. Smollett s motion in favour of 
Prince Azeem Jah^s claims, on the 13th of June, 18G4, 
Mr. Lowe expressed an opinion that if cases of this 
description were to be brought before P.irliament, after 
they had “ slumbered for years,” — “ if such elements ol* 
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uncertainty were allowed to be imported into the coii- 
►sideration of such (piestions, — there was danger of our 
[ndian Em[)ire being shaken to its foundation.”* 

The foundations of our Indian Empire will nevef hii 
shaken by an act of justice. If Mr. Lowe himself, and 
those who have hitherto taken a similar view of the ques- 
tion, will have the patience to peruse the following pages 
to tlie end, they will see that this easel has never 
“ slumbered” for a year, or for a day ; tluit it is very 
unlikely to slumber for many years, either in Parliament, 
or in India ; and that “ the elements of uncertainty” can 
no longer be hidden, and wUl never disappear, till the 
dilference is linally settled on an intelligible basis, either 
by mutual agreement, or by fair arbitration.’ 

It has been said, and will be said again, that the House 
of Commons is an unfit tribunal for the discussion and 
decision of such questions as these. It may be so, but at 
present there is no other tribunal. There is no Court ol 
Ap])eal against what are called “ acts of sbite.” 

Such of my readers as arc not already acquainted with 
the Blue Books and the debates, will now have bedbre 
them am})lc materials for satisfying themselves vvhetliei 
this important claim of succession to an inheritance is a 
lit subject for judiciaT inquiry, and whetlu;r it has ever 
received anything like judicial treatment or candid con- 
sideration. Let any one tiu’u to the Papers of 18(30, and 
ask himself whether he can imagine any barrister of 
decent character making use of the stuff he would find 
there, before the House of Lords or the Judicial Com- 
mittee of Privy Council, addressing the Judges in tin 
terms of Loi-d Harris’s or Lord Dalhousie’s Minutes. Yet 
no stronger advocacy has been employed, from first to 
last, to combat Prince Azeem Jah’s claim. Every suc- 
cessive Governor of Madras, Governor-General and 
Secretiiry of Shite, since those iniquitous pleas were 
recorded, has manifestly shrunk from repeating them in 
his own name. After inordinate delays, the Prince ha.^: 
received no reply to his protest save a simple refusal ol 


* JltdlSiU'tJ^ vol. clxxv, p. 
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redress ; and to this day the grounds alleged for his disin- 
heritiince have never heen officially communiciited to him. 
He has heen left to find thou out from the successive 
Blue Books that have been printed for public information. 

Thus it is not merely a denial of redress that is com- 
])lained of, but the positive denial of a hearing before an 
open Court, in a purely judicial matter. No possible 
remedy can be devised for the flagrant failure of justi(;e in 
tliis, and other similar cases, still occasionaby recurring, 
and ahvays liable to recur, except the institution by law 
of some such tribunal as that suggested in the following 
extract from a Minute by Sir Bartle Frere, then a Member 
of the Governor s-Cencrars (Council, dated the ;U)tli 
August, 18 G 0 . 

“ I Trust 1 may not bo raisunJorstood as saying a word against 
the right of ap])oal which every native of India ought to possess 
ngaiust any act of any (lovernmcnt functionary, liowover I'xaltt'd. 
'flic exorcise of such right of appeal will never, I am convinced, 
im])air the true power of any Government of India such as we 
have had for generations past; and I trust the day is not fai* 
distant when the Sovereign may have at hand a tribunal forming 
a part of Her Majesty's Privy Council, or possessing the saino 
relation to the Crown, which may at command sit in judgment on 
(piestions of executive administration, whether appealed from or 
referrcti by the Government of India, and which may decide such 
(iuestions with an authority which shall bo conclusive with Parlia- 
ment and the public, as well as against any possible appellant." 

1 believe that such a tribunal, advising the Crown on tho 
exercise of its Sovereign prerogative on Indian matters, and of 
necessity excluding all irregular interference, would greatly 
strengthen tho Government of India; but I am convinced that 
the present absence of system in dealing with Indian claims or 
Indian grievances in England, is fraught with groat and imme- 
diate danger to tho authority of Govornraent, far beyond tho 
admission of inconvenient burdens on our exhausted Treasury."* 

The establishment of an Imperial judicature for the 
settlement of cases of disputed succession, of the doubtful 
interpretation of Treaties, and of other questions con- 
nected with the Princes of India beyond the province of 
municipal law, is the only cure for the well-intended ini- 
(juities of the Council-room, the inevitable scandals and 


Mysore Familij, 1801, p. 121. 
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abuses of Parliamenbiiy agency, or of agency still more 
irregular, the despairing intrigues of ruined royalty, the 
puzzled exasperation of faithful feudatories. 

The knowledge that an appeal might be made to a 
competent Coui-t would at once put our Governors and 
Councillors into a judicial frame of mind, so that very 
little room would be left for appeals, and very few appeals 
would lead to a reversal of the original decision. On the 
other hand, the appeal to an Imperijd tribunal by a 
Sovereign Prince is a distinct act of submission to Imperial 
supremacy. In the appointment of such a tribunal there 
would be no loss of authority, and tliere would be' an in- 
finite gain of moral power. 
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The claimant of tlie flignity and revenues of the Nawah 
oi the Ganiatie, whoso case has been six times broindit 
before tjie House of Commons within the Iiust eiglit yeans,* 
is probably lookcid upon very generally not only a.s a very 
wearisome but as a very insignilicant person, and many 
people \yould see nothing improjier or inadeipiate in the 
dcserijition gdven of him during the debate of the 14th of 
March, ISGo, by Mr. Vansittixrt, Member for Windsor, as 
“an individual who calls himself Prince Azeem Jah.”t 
He is not regarded as a serious pretender, so mu(;h as an 
im])ortunate pensioner, seeking to extort a larger stipend 
by a prc^posterous claim to sovereignty. Many who have 
a vague notion that the Prince and his fajiiily have been 
rather badly used, would yet acquiesce in the description 
of their status and of our relations with them, given by 
Sir Charles Wood (now Viscount Halifax) on the 20th 
of February, 1803, in the debate on Mr. Tf. J. Paillies 
motion. 

^' Tho fact was that tho Governmont of India in 1801 took pos- 
session of tho territories of the Carnatic, and tho then Nawab was 
reduced to the rank of a pensioner at Madras. 

The House therefore might dismiss at once all question of tho 
annexation of territoiy.^^l 

* March 27th, 1800 — Mr. Smollctt fi motion for papers. 

July 25th, 1801 — Mr. Layard’s remarks. 

Icbruary 20th, 1803 — Right Hon. H. J. Biiillio’s motion. 

July 7th, 1803 — Sir Fitzroy Kelly’s motion. 

June 13th, 1804 — iMr. Smollett’s motion. 

March 14th, 1805 — Sir Fifzroy Kelly’s motion, 
t Hnvmrd^ vol. clxxvii, p. 1005. ‘ J Ihid., vol. oixix, p. 814. 
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Yet HO statement could well be more inaccurate. The 
Eiist India Company cerbiinly “took possession"’ of the 
Carnatic territories under the Treaty of 1801, in the 
same way as tliey “took possession” of Bei’ar and otlier 
Provinces of the Ni^^a-in’s Dominions under ti; ' "Treaty of 
18511, — for the purpose of “civil and m':' ' ly adminis- 
tration” and “exclusive manajLi^ement.”'* * * § > annexation 
of territory took place’ on either oeca 'im-i. Under the 
terms of those two Ti’eaXies, and after iiieir completion, 
the successive Nawabs of the Carnatic, and the succes- 
sive Nizams of the Deccan, retained, and were acknow- 
ledged by our Government to retain, the sovere^oaity of 
their territories, which we nici'cly occu])ied and managed 
on certain conditions. 

So far as tlie Nizam’s Provinces of Berar are concerned, 
a published despatch from the Foreign Secretary at Cal- 
cutta to the Besident at Hyderabad, dated the 5th of 
Septem1)er, 1850, tells us “that the Government of India 
desires to hold this territory, as it has hitherto held the 
NN'hole of the Assigned Districts, not ni sovereignty, but 
in trust for his Jlighness.”t 

The only distinction between the rights and interesls 
of the Nizam and of the Nawab of tlu^ (.''arnatic respec- 
tively in their territorial ])ossessions assigned by them to 
British management, is that while the '' alienation” of the 
Nizam’s districts is “ temporary only” and “ for a special 
purpose, ”J “ the sole and exclusive administration of the 
civil and military govemment” of the Carnatic territories, 
was ^y'or ever vested in the East India Company,” subject 
to the payment of a certain shai'e of the revenues, “ foi* 
the maintenance of the Nawab and the support of his 
dignity-! 

We cannot, therefore, “dismiss all question of the an- 
nexation of territoiy” quite so summarily as Sir Charles 

* See Article iv of llio Treaty of 1801 with the Nawab Azeem-ood- 

Dowlah of the Carnatic, {CoUectwn of Treaties^ Calcutta, 18G4, Long- 
mnns, London, vol. v, p. 250) and compare with Article vi of the Treaty 
of 1853 with the Nizam, (CollerMon of Treaties^ vol. v, pp. 104-5.) 

t Pnpers, the Deccan. 1867, p. 20. t Ih'd., 1867, p. 20. 

§ Cnlfeefion <f TrentieHj vol. v, p. 250. 



THE GREAT PARLIAMENTARY BORE. 


3 


Wood desires. If tlie Carnatic territories are ours, they 
must have been annexed at some distinguishable period, 
and by some intelligible process. When did that aimexa,- 
tion take })lace ? By his assertion that “ the Nawab was 
reduced to the rank of a pensioner at Madras in 1801,” 
Sir Chai-les Wood ap])arently fixes the annexation in that 
year. It will not be dithcult to show tliat he is (piite 
mistaken. 

We know that the Nawab of the Carnatic retained 
the sovereignty of his territories after the conclusion of the 
Treaty of 1801, negatively, because that Treaty contains 
no forin of cession, of relincjuishment or transfer of sove- 
reignty ; positively, because the sovcTcignty of the Nawab 
who concluded that Treaty, and of* his successors, was 
always asserted by themselves, and repeatedly acknow- 
ledged and proclaiiiH'd in plain terms l)y the other con- 
tracting party, the British Clovcrnment, doAvn to the year 
1 8.35. 

Sir Charles Wood said that in 1801 “ the Nawab was 
reduced to the rank of a pensioner at Madras.”* This is 
in direct c(mtradiction not only to llui letter and spirit of 
the Treaty and otlier ])\iblic docannents of 1801, l)ut to 
the explanatory statements made at the time by the 
highest autlioi’ities in India and England. 

Lord Clive, the Covernor of Madras, describing the 
successful conclusion of the Treaty to the Governor Gene- 
ral, Lord Wellesley, in a despatch dated the 27th of July, 
1801, writes CiS follows : — 

“ This mode of aiTaiigeineiit, while it cannot encroach upon 
our security, is calculated to cjualify .the entire transfer of th: civil 
(joccnimnit of the Carnatic to the hands of the British, with the 
preservation of an active principle for rccurimj an union of infer- 
ctftft between the Nawab of the Carnatic and the Company in the ad- 
ministration of the affairs of the country.” if 

And in his despatch of the 3rd of August, 1801, to the 
Secret Committee of the Court of Directors, he says : — 
“ The mode of supplying a fund for the expenses of the 

t Asiatic Annual Reyinfer^ 1802, p. Ibf} 
B 2 


* d nte^ p. 1. 
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fainily^^ entirely relieved from the degrading name and 
appearance of a stipendiary maintenance.'^^ 

The Marquis Wellesley, by whom the Treaty of LSOl 
was ratified, in a despatch dated the 18th of August, 
1801, writes as follows to the Governor of Madras: — 
“ His Excellency in Council highly approves the con- 
sideration which has been manifested for the prejudices 
and condition of his Highness as the acknowledged Sou- 
badar of Arcot, in apportioning his income on the rerennes 
of the Carnaticy rather than by granting it in the form of 
a jnmsion'f 

By innumerable public declarations and engagements 
the ancestors of Pinice Azcem Jah were acknowledged by 
our Government as hereditary Sovereigns. W^iatever 
lands and revenues the East India Company held within 
the limits of the (Jarnatic they held by grant or assign- 
ment from the Nawab as Sovereign. The struggle for 
predominancy in Southern India between the English and 
the French was terminated by the Treaty of Paris in 1 7G3, 
under Article XI of which both Governments agreed to 
recognise Mahomed All Wallajah, Prince Azeem Jahs 
great-grandfather, as “legitimate Nawab of the Carnatic.^’J 
The British Government hailed that recognition, which it 
had cost great pains to gain, “ as a confirmation of our 
title to the teiTitories we hold under grants,” and as an 
establishment of our Ally, the Nawab, in “ the sovereignty 
of the Carnatic. ”§ 

The Nawab Azccm-ood-Dowlah, father of Prince Azeem 
Jah, was eshiblislied by the Treaty of 1801 “ in the rank, 
property, and j)ossessions of his ancestors, heretofore 
Nawabs of the Carnatic.*’|| His position therefore was 
that of hereditary Sovereign. And by numerous public 
acts subsequent to that Treaty, the British Government 
pronounced the sovereignty and feudal supremacy of the 

♦ Carnatic TaperSy 1861, p. 108. t Ihid.y 1861, p. 110. 

J MarienSy Recueil des TraiUsy efc.y tomo i, p. 113. 

§ Asiatic Annual Register y vol. x, 1808, p. 495. 

II See Preamble and Article i of the Treaty, Collection of Treaties y 
Calcutta, 1864, (Longmans, London) vol. v, p. 248, 249 ; and Carnatic 
Papersy 1861, p. 113. 
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Nawab to be unchanged, undisturbed and undiminished, 
although he had thereby divested himself of all executive 
power. 

Here is an extract of a letter from tlie Madras Govern- 
ment to the Court of Directors, dated l7th February, 
1802 

Having received from the Resident at Travancoro an applica- 
tion on the part of the Rajah requesting to bo made accpiaintou with 
the channel through which his stipulated animal payments were 
in future to be made to hi.'i hntimllaii} mq^rior Lord, we directed 
his Excellency to bo informed that the Pesheush, nu///airanahs, and 
nuzzurs .payable by his Excellency wore to be transmitted ac- 
cording to the ancient usage, to the Durbar of the Nabob of the 
Carnatic.'^* 

And in ii letter from the Governor of Madras to the 
Court of Directors, dated tlie 22nd February 1803, it is 
said : — 

‘^Wii have tlie honour to inform you that, conformably to the 
principle already explained to your Honourable Court, the Rajah 
of 'rravancoro has paid to his Highness the Nabob, as the Sore- 
rvhjH of the Canuitle, the sum of 2200 pagodas and 15 annas, in 
full discharge of the Pcisheush and Ca})e (’omorin Nuzzurana, duo 
to his ilighuess for the preceding Phuzly.^^t 

A Declaration was issued by the Government of Madras 
on tlie 1st February, 1803, to the following efieot : — 

We, the undersigned, the (lovernor in Council of Fort St. 
George, do hereby certify that the Nabob Wallajah Azeem-ood- 
])owlah, Suubadar of the Carnatic, is acknowledged and recognised 
by our said Government as an independent Prince, the Soubadar 
of the Carnatic Payen Ghaut, and an Ally of our said Covern- 
ment.^^J 

In this document the Nawab Azeem-ood-Dowlah is repre- 
sented a,s occiU)ying exactly the same position iis his prede- 
cessors since tne year 1 708, “ being successively Houbadars 
of the Carnatic and Allies of tlie Government,’' and as 
“ now residing near Madras,” “ for the purpose of airrying 
on, in concert with the Government of Fort St. George, 
the common and united interests of the said Government, 

t //m/., m\, p. 127. 


(Jarnatic Pdpern, IHSI, p. IIS. 

Ibid., 1801, 1.. 120. 
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and of the said several successive Soiibadai*s of the Car- 
natic Payen Ghaut, as such Allies.'’* A stipendiary or 
pensioner could not be declared to be “ an independent 
Prince” and an Ally,” or described as acting “ in concert 
with the British Government” on behalf of their '‘common 
and united interests.” 

Three years after the Treaty of 1801 another Governor 
of Madras, Lord William Bentinck, writes to the Nawab 
Azeem-ood-Dowlah in the following terms : — 

^'Tlie Government was pleased to establish your Highness 
the throne^ reserving to itself the administration of the civil and 
military affairs of the country ; a very considerable portion of the 
revenue was appropriated to the support of the rank and dignity 
of the Socereifjn in his former splendour.^^f 

Nine years later tlie Court of Directors write as fol- 
lows : — 

It appears from the report of the Advocate-General, of the 
22nd of September, 1810^ that the rights of His Highness the 
Nabob as (t ^orerehpi Prince have been allowed and confirmed by 
the Supreme Court, of Judicature, and declared to bo exempt from 
its local jurisdiction.^^ t 

Even under tlie terms of tlie Treaty of 1801, by which 
executive authority was transferred to the East India 
Company, a certtiin consultative share in the Government 
is still reserved for the Native Sovereign. By Article IX 
tlie Company is cliarged with tlie mainteminee of some 
collateral branches of the Wallajah family, and it is stipu- 
lated that “the amount of the above-mentioned expenses, 
to be defrayed by the (_\)mpa,ny, shall be distributed, nuth 
tlie knoirleihje of the A\(irah, in sack nmnner as shall he 
judijed proper” By the First Separate Explanatory 
Article it is provided that “ whenever the whole net 
revenue of tlie Carnatic sliall exceed the sum of twenty- 
five lakhs of Star Pagodas, the lifth part of such surplus 

* Carnatic Papers, 1801, p. 120. 

f Letter from Lord W. Uentiiick to the Nawab Azcem-ood-Dowlah, 
dated the 22nd May, 1801; Papers relatinij to Carnatic Stipendiaries, 
JHadras, 1858, pp. 97-08. 

t From the Court of Directors to the Government of Madras, dated 
23rd of February, 1813 ; Carnatic SUpendianes, Madras, 1858, p. 138. 
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iliall be applied to the repair of fortifications, to the estal)- 
^lishment of a separate fund for the eventful eidjjencies of 
'wai% or to the military defence of the Carnatic, in sucli 
manner as may be deteiTnined by the Governor in C(3uneil 
of Fort St. George, after 2 )renous canniifuiication'to lli.'i 
Highness the M'aivab Azeeni-ood^Doirlah”* 

it was by this ingenious Explanatory Article that Loril 
Wellesley contrived to transform the Nawabs fifth share 
of tlie revenue into an income practiciilly fixed, wliich 
might, indeed, fall witli a declining revenue, but would 
not be allowed to rise with any inn)rovement in the pub- 
lic resources. But in his despatch on the subject, dated 
tlie 1 8th of August, 1801, (paragra])h ID) Lord Wellesley 
desires that “ the })rnf)osed restriction should be made in 
a manner the less unacceptable to the leelings and inju- 
rio\iH to the rank of the Nawab. With this view liis Fx- 
celb'iicy ])roj)os(‘s that, in restiacting the extreme amount 
of bis lligbness’s income, it sho\ild be (‘X])i’essly declared 
that tlu‘ suiplus of revenue beyond the amount vvbich 
shall yield to bis lliglmess tb(‘, full extent of bis limited 
incoiiK*, is to !)(' appro])riated to tin*. purp»)se of establishing 
a fund for the contingency of war, or for any otlu‘r jiublic. 
piir])ose wbicli it may be thought expedicmt to spetafy. 
Jlis Mxcelleney in (^niiufil acc<n‘dingly directs that an Ex- 
])lanat(^’y Article be framed in terms conformable to the 
f( )regol^r ( ibsei' va^i( n j s. ” j* 

The consultative share in the Government of the Car- 
natic conceded to the Nawab, was doubth*ss intended to 
be merely nominal and com[)limentary, just (‘uoiigh to 
soften the asperities and disguise the restrictions of the 
Treaty. But the introduction of such ])rovisi()ns is only 
one among the many conclusive proofs that the Nawab 
was noC reduced by the Treaty of 1801, as Sir Charles 
Wood asserted, “ t(j the rank of a pensioner at Madras, 
and that his territories were not annexed under that 

The broad Jissertion that in 1801 the Nawab was re- 

* (JoUtidum of Trntticftj vol. V, pp. 252, 255, and (hirmific Papery, 
IHUl, pp. J04 and lid, 

t Camatir Piijiny^ iHlU, p, 1 lO 


1 Ante, p. 1. 
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duced to “ the rank of a pensioner at Madras,” might pass 
muster in a speech at the end of a debate in the House 
of Commons, but could not be deliberately recorded in 
writing. We find it in none of the published Minutes or 
despatches. More elaborate efforts are there put forth to 
neutralise and annul the effect of the Treaty of 1801 . 
Lord Harris, who was Governor of- Madras when the 
late Nawab died, argued that this Treaty “ containing no 
provision for a successor, no mention being made of suc- 
cessors,” is a mere personal” treaty, applying only to the 
individual Prince with whom it was contracted, and termi- 
nable at his demise.* These views, in which Lord Ual- 
housie and the Court of Directors concurred,! upon 
two gross and palpable errors, which would have been dis- 
pelled at once if a reference had been made for the opinion 
of any eminent authority in International Law. The first 
error is that a Treaty becon^s a “ personal” Treaty, if it is 
made with a Prince by name, and does not contain the 
words heirs and successors.” The second error is that 
the meaning of the term “ personal Treaty,” is a Treaty 
made for one life only. 

The fact is tliat a Treaty iniglit contain tlie words, 

heirs and successors,” in every Article and clause, and 
yet be a “ personal” Treaty, while tlie absence of those 
words from a Treaty does not in the least detract from 
the perpetuity of its obligations on both sides, jjrotlus 
points out that it is not necessary tliat the words “ heirs 
and successors” “ should be introduced in order to make 
the Treaty real.”J 

A “ personal” Treaty is not a Treaty made for one life 
only, but a Treaty made for the private objects and inter- 
ests of a Prince or family, and to last only as long as the 
person or the fimily lasts. It has no direct reference to 
the interests of the State or people, but only to those 
of the King or dynasty, and expires with them. Even 
an undoubted personal” Treaty would not expire, for 
want of the words, ‘‘ heirs and successors,” at the death 

* Carnatic Papers, 1800, pp. 12, 13. f Ihid., pp. 47, 48, and 45. 

J De Jure Belli et Poycis, lib. ii, c. xv. 
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of the individual named in it, if its evident object was to 
secure certain advantages to his family. 

The Treaty of 1801, as I shall show, is manifestly a 
“ real” Treaty, but if it were a “ personal” Treaty, it would 
remain in force as long as any member of the Wallajah 
family existed. 

Treaties, properly so called, are either or real. They 

are personal, when their continuation in force depends on the per- 
son of the Sovereign, (or his family) ^ with whom they have been 
contracted. They are real, when their duration depends on the 
State, independently of the person who contracts. All treaties 
made for a time specified, or for ever, are also real.^^* 

Wlieaton, perhaps the greatest of modern authorities, 
writes as follows on the same subject : — 

^'Treaties are divided into personal and real. The former re- 
late exclusively to the persons of the contracting parties, such as 
family alliances, and treaties guaranteeing the throne to a par- 
ticular Sovereign and his family. They expire, of course, on the 
death of the King) or ihe extinction of his family 

The Wallajah family is not extinct. A son of the par- 
ticular Sovereign with whom the Treaty of 1801 was 
contracted, now claims the benefit of its provisions. 

If it were a “personal” Treaty, the right of Prince 
Azeem Jah, and the representative of the Wallajah family 
“for ever,” “in all time to come,” to succeed, under its 
terms, tq the state and rank of Nawab of the Carnatic, 
and to the stipulated share of the revenue, would be abso- 
lute. But the tenour and spirit of theTre^ity throughout 
stiimp it as a “ real” Treaty, Grotius says : — “ If it be 
added to the Treaty that it .shall st((n(l for iver^ or that 
it Ls made for the (jood of the Kingdom, it will from hence 
fully appear tliat the Treaty is re(ttfX 

The Treaty of 1801 is made “to estiiblish the connec- 
tion between the contracting parties on a pc'nnanent basis 
of security in all times to come,^ which is much the same as 
saying that “it shall stand for ever.” 

♦ Law of franslated from 0. K. Von Martens, London, 180S, 

p. >54. t Elements of International Law^ Boston, 1855, p. 3‘d. 

X De Jure Belli et PaciSy lib. ii, cap. 16. See also Vattel, paragraphs 
187, 189. § Preamble, {Collection of Treafiesy vol, v, pp. 248, 240. 
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The Treaty of 1801 is made for “ the entire defence of 
tlie Carnatic against foreign enemies, and the maintenance 
of the internal tranquillity and police of the country,’' — 
which is much the same as saying that “ it is made for the 
good of the Kingdom.” According to the definitions of 
Crotius and Vattel, therefore, the Treaty of 1801 is a- 
“real” Treaty. 

But in fact the Treaty of 1801 does not stand alone. 
It declares itself to be inseparably bound up with the pre- 
vious Treaties between the East India Company and the 
NaAvabs of the (Ja,rna.tic. Tliose of 1787 and 1792 are 
specially cited as not having entirely “fulfilled the inten- 
tion of tha vontractuiif parties” and the new Treaty is 
said to contain ^'additional provisions,” and to “ be made 
for the purpose of snpplif inij the defects of <dl former en- 
(faijementsJf It is, in fact, a supplementary engagement. 
The recital of the ])revious Treaties as having “ been in- 
tended to identify the interests of the eontractiiaj par- 
ties;” the stateinent that “the intentions of the contract- 
iiKj parties have not been fulfilled ])y any of the Treaties 
heretofore concluded and finally the declaration tliat the 
new Treaty, with its “additional [U'ovisious,” is to “sup- 
ply the defects of all formei’ engagtanents and to establish 
the c(innection between the contractiiaf parties on a per- 
manent basis of sccuritif in all times to come,” manifestly 
denote as “ the contractimj parties,” the representatives of 
the Wallajah family, and of the East India Company, in 
the })ast, in the present, and in the future, and provide 
for a perpetual alliance and a perpetual succession on both 
sides. 

The Preamble of the Treaty of 1801 announces that 
“ the Prince A/.eem-ood-Dowlah has been established by 
the English East India Company in the rank, propertp, 
and possessions of his ancestors, heretofore Nawabs of the 
Carnatic and Article I that he is established “ the 
state ami rank, with the dujnities dependent thereon, of 
his ancestors, heretofore Nawabs of the Carnatic.” Article 
II of this Treaty expressly "confirms and renews such 

* Article xi, (Collectivu of Treaties, vol. v, p. 252.) 

t Freuinblc {Cnlhrtivn of Treaties, vol. v, [). 219.) 



THE GREAT PARLIAMENTARY BORE. 


11 


jxtrts of the Treaties heretofore conchtded between the 
East India Comjxtni/ and their Higlmesses, heretofore 
Nabobs of the Carnatic, as are calculated to stren^tlieu 
the alliance, to cement the friendship, and to identify the 
interests of the contracting parties.^’ The Third Artich^ 
speaks of ‘‘ rerirlng the fiindament<d prineiples of the alli- 
ance” between the Nawab’s ancestor and the English 
nation.”^ The former Treat ies contain ample guaranties 
of succession to the Nawab Wallajah s heirs.f Tlie Treaty 
of 1801 confirms all such paiis of former Treaties as were 
favourable and friendly to the Nawab. Therefon^ the 
guaranties of hereditary succession, the essential principle 
of the Hovereign rank and dignity ol* his ancestors, are, 
as among th(‘ most imporbint ot‘ the favourable and friendly 
conditions of former Treaties, effectually renewed and cou- 
Hiined by the Treaty of 1801. 

This document is pervaded by a s\iperabundance of 
conditions and (wpressions that prove our (lOvernnH iit to 
bav(' d(‘alt with Prince Azeinn Jah’s father as a Sovereign 
and not as a stipcauliary. 

Tlio frit'iuls and enemies of cither nre the friends and enemies 
of both ])!irti('s.’^ 

d'he Hononrahle Company charges itself with the maintenanco 
and siippoi't of tlio nnlilary force nce(‘ssary for tlu‘ defence of the 
('jirnatic, and for tlu' protection of the rights, person and pi’o- 
perty of tin; Nawab Azcem-ood-Dowlah.^^ 

The Nawab Az(‘em-ood-I)owlah agri'cs that he will not enter 
upon any negociation or correspondence with any JOuropean or 
Native Pnver, without the knowledge and consent of tlie said 
English Company. 

These are not exactly the terms that wmild be used in 
dealing with a stipendiary. Tlie Nawab is repeat(‘dly 
styled “an Ally,” and the relation between him and the 
East India Company is described as an “ alliance.^’§ 

Before the death of the late Nawab in 18.05, — when 
Lord Dalliousie wrote from the Neilgherry Hills to Lord 

* VoUcction of Trcidien, vol. v, p. ii-iO. 

t See I’rearable to the Treaty of 17‘d2, (^CoUcefion of Ti'eaticfi, vol. v, 
pp. 2:3r>, 237.) 

t Collection of TrraficA^ vol. v, pp. 251, 252. 

§ Preamble, Articles ii, iii, v, x, of Treaty of 1801, {CoUgcUou of 
vol. v, pp. 248, 252.) 
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Harris at Madras that there was no direct heir to the 
Masnud ,^'* * * § — no doubt as to the hereditary nature of the 
Nawab 8 dignity had ever been expressed or hinted at by 
any British authority. Two successions had taken place 
since the Treaty of 1801. Three generations, father, son, 
and grandson, had occupied the throne. Neither the 
phrase nor the idea of “ a personal Treaty,'^ — of binding 
force only during the life of the fii’st of these three, — can 
be found in the transactions of any Governor of Madras 
or Governor-General, from Lord Wellesley down to Lord 
Hardinge. 

In a Memorandum drawn up in 1806 by th6 Duke of 
Wellington, (then Sir Arthur Wellesley) as materials for 
a Parliamentary defence of his brother, the Marquis 
Wellesley, it is expressly stated that the Treaty of 1801 
was concluded so that the civil and military government 
of the Carnatic was transferred for ever to the Company ; 
and the Nabob Azeem-ood-Dowlah, a)ul his heirs, were to 
preserve their title and dignity and to receive one-hfth part 
of the net revenues of the country.^t Prince Azeem Jah 
is a son of the Nawab Azeem-ood-Dowlah. 

The anticipated discussion on the Carnatic transactions 
of 1801, amounting to a proposed vote of censure on the 
Marquis Wellesley, took place at last in 1808. During 
the whole course of tlic debate no one, whether a sup- 
porter or an opponent of Lord Wellesley’s policy, sug- 
gested that under the Treaty of 1801 the hereditary dig- 
nity of the Wallajah family was impaired, or endangered, 
or left to the “ grace and favour” of the British Govem- 
ment.+ 

The best possible contemporary explanation of the ob- 
jects and intentions of our Government, may naturally be 
sought in the writings of Lord Clive, § who negotiated 
the Treaty of 1801 under the instructions of Lord Welles- 

* Carnatic Papers, 1800, p. 17. 

t Supplementary Despatches of the Duke of Wellingto7i, vol. iv, pp. 
564, 565. 

t Hansard's Debates, vol. xi, pp. 315, 767, 921. 

§ The second Lord Clive, afterwards Earl of Powis, then Governor 
of Madras. 
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ley, and in constant commnnication with him, and who 
remained Governor of Madras for two years after the 
Treaty was concluded. Everything recorded by him on 
the subject directly contradiats the notions first conceived 
by Lords Dalhousie and Harris in 1855, that the Nawabs 
dignity ceased to be liereditary in 1801, that Azeem-ood- 
Dowlah was only a life-tenant under the new Treaty, that 
the rights of the Wallajah family were annihilated, and 
that they were thenceforward entirely dependent on the 
“ grace and favour” of the East India Company. 

In a despatch to the Governor-General dated the 27th 
of July, Lsoi, reporting the successful conclusion of the 
Treaty, Lord Clive describes it as “ the gracious and con- 
ciliatory measure of establishing <i hruucJi of the Iloose of 
Mahomed All in a degree of rank and splendour suitable 
to its 1o)uj subsistlin/ eo)i))ectloo tvlth the Comjfamff^ 

In a despatch dated the 3rd of August, 1801, to the 
Secret Committee of the Court of Directors, Lord Clive 
writes as follows : — 

In conformity to this arrangement wo have acknowledged 
Azeem-ood-Dowlah to bo Nawab of the Carnatic. 4'he mode of 
providing for the support of the dignity of His Highness is con- 
formable to tlie principles on wliich the alliance between Hlx Hh/h^ 
nci<ds f(unibj and the Company has beeii n rovt^ otid cdahlishril/^f 

On the 18th December 1801, a circular issued by Lord 
Clive to all the members of the Nawab’s family explains 
to them that the new arrangement was made — “ to pre- 
serve to that respectable JlunHy its ancient rank among 
the Princes of Hindostan,” and ‘Hhat when the Nawab 
Azeem-ood-Dowlah was rai.sed to the rank of Nawab of 
the Carnatic, his Highness succeeded to the riyhis of his 
illustrious ancestors heretofore Ncawabs of the Carnatic.” 
How is it possible that tlie ancient rank of the family 
could be preserved by means of a mere life Treaty with 
the Nawab Azeern-ul-Dowlah ? In the same document 
he speaks of the “ restored alliance,” and of the “ rank 
and dignity of this illustrious family f and says that “the 
alliance is now fimily and 2 >er 2 )etuaUy established. ”t How 

♦ Carnatic Paper^f, 1861, p 101. t Ihid.^ p. 108. 

I Thid pp. 118, 110. 

t 
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could an alliance be “ pei’petually” established by means 
of a Treaty that was good for one life only ? 

Some who defend the action of our Government in this 
matter have, however, asserted that the Nawabs of the 
Carnatic after 1801 were merely “ nominal” or '‘titular” 
Sovereigns, and “ viitual” pensioners, and that they were 
justly reduced to that condition in consequence of the 
tread lery and violation of former Treaties of which the 
Nawabs Mahomed Ali Wallajah and Omdut-oohOomra 
were convicted. 

A very sliort and sufficient answer to these offensive 
imputations, wlien brouglit forward to disparage Prince 
Azeem Jah’s claims, is that even granting tlie alleged per- 
fidy was proved,- -on which we shall have a few words to 
say, — the full penalty was exacted in 1801 by our forcing 
upon Azeern-ood-Dowlah a new Treaty, by which lie re- 
signed the exercise of sovereign power beyond the precincts 
of his Palace, and accepted a certain share of the revenues 
of his Principality for the maintenance of himself and his 
family. All that Lord Wellesley recpiired was the per- 
petual tnuisfer of the “ civil and military admini stratum,” 
which Wallajah and Omdut-ool-Oomra, relying on the 
rights secured to them by tlie Tjvaty (^f 1702, had perti- 
naciously refused to resign, and which Lord Wellesley 
persuaded himself he was justified in exacting as the con- 
dition of the renewal of friendly relations with their suc- 
cessor. That was the extent of Lord Wellesley s demands, 
and tliat was the extent of the penalty inflicted on the^ 
Wallajah family by the Treaty of 1801. 

Lord Harris proposes to make a “reference to the inten- 
tions and o{)inions of those, viz., Lord Wellesley and Lord 
Clive, who framed the Treaty of 1801. Nothing can be 
clearer,” continues Lord Harris, “than Lord Wellesleys 
views 0)1 (his subject.'' (Would not any one suppose that 
''(his subject" was the Treaty of 1801 ?) “In writing to 
Mr. Dundas, he says, ‘ The whole question of succession 
will therefore be completely open to the decision of the 
Company upon the decease of the present Nawab.’ 

* Caniaiic Papent^ 18G0, p. 10; WeJleshn/s Despatches, vo] ii, p. 
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Lord Harris seems to have overlooked the fact that 
this des})atch to Mi*. Dundas wjxs written on tlie 5th of 
March, 1800, more tlian a year before tlie Treaty of 1801 
wjis conchuled. “ Tlie present Nawab” therein mentioned 
was not Azeem-ood-Dowlah with whom the Treaty was 
made, bnt Omdut-ool-Oomm, whose death was almost daily 
expected ; and in saying that “ the (piestion of the succes- 
sion would lie completely open upon the decease of the 
Nawab,” Lord Wellesley was alluding to the magnanimous 
plan of provoking a disputed succession, and imposing our 
own terms, as the jirice of our support, ujion the more 
compliant candidate. 

It is quite true that Lord Wellesley, as T^ord Harris 
observes, “appears to have vvavennl as to which policy to 
pursue, — whether to allow the continuance of a Nawab, 
or to assume the noniiiidl as well as the real sovereignty 
in the name of the Conq)a.ny.”^ Here are Lord Welles- 
ley’s own words 

It will be oxpi‘(li(Mit that you should immediati‘ly consider 
whether it might not be a more cHtrlual nrrangeuuait to provide 
bberally for every branch of tlu) descendants of Wulhijah uud 
Omdut-ool-Oomra, and to vest even the nominal sovereignty of 
tlie (’arnatic in tlie CUimpany. No doubt exists in my mind that 
the Ib'itish Government would now bo comjdetely justified in de- 
priving the Nawab of all power over his country, and reducing 
him to the state of a mere pmisioner.^^f 

These arc the words that probably misled Sir Charles 
Wood. But Lord Wellesley penned these lines, and 

wavered as to wliicL policy to jiursue,” in March 1800 . 
The Treaty was (jomduded on tin; dlst July, 1801 . In 
the interval Lord Wellesley had cemsed to waver. Al- 
though he had jierfected the happy (‘Xpedient of charging 
the Nawabs with treachery, ami had carefully arrangeil 
the most elfectual machinery f<n* ajiplyin^ the superior 
force of the British Government to “dej)rive the Nawab 
of all power over his country,” Lord Wellesley wavered no 
longer in 1801, tis to the exact limits of that deprivation. 
He decided that it would not be politic, and was not, in- 

* Carnatic, Pupem, 1800, p. 11. 

t WpJIcMlnfK Jh’Hjiatchru^ vol. ii, p. 244, — C anmllc Papert*^ 18l»0, p. 10. 
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deed, practicable, to “ reduce the Nawab to the state of a 
mere pensioner,” or “to vest the nominal sovereignty of 
the Carnatic in the Company.” 

The strong expressions used by Lord Wellesley while 
his mind wiis yet undecided as to the best course to pur- 
sue, are adduced by Lords Dalhousie and Harris, and by 
those who support the transactions of 1855, as if they 
represented the course that he actually did pursue. 

Lord Wellesley in several despatches on the subject of 
the new Treaty, makes use of language similar to that 
finally embodied in tlie public Declaration issued, under 
his instructions, by the Governor of Madras, dated the 
31st of July, 1801, explaining that “ by their hostile and 
faithless conduct” the deceased Nawabs Wallajah and 
Omdut-ool-Oomra had “ placed themselves in the relation 
of public enemies with the Britisli Empire,” had “forfeited 
all the benefits of their alliance with the Company,” and 
had “annihilated the vital spirit of tlie Treaty of 1792.” 
It goes on to say that at the death of the Nawab Omdut- 
ool-Oomra, “ the British Government remained at liberty 
to exercise its rights, founded on the faithless policy of its 
Ally, in whatever manner might be deemed most condu- 
cive to the immediate safety and the general interests of 
the Company in the Carnatic.”^ 

The question for us to consider now is, not what the 
British Goveniment was “at libei*ty” to do, or what it 
mi(jht have done, but what actually was done. And this 
we learn from that same Declaration. The British Govern-^ 
ment determined to adhere “ to the principles of modcra-^ 
tion and forbearance,” and to make “ an amicable adjust- 
ment.” 

“ The British Government, still adhering to the principles of 
moderation, and actuated by its uniform desire of obtaining secu- 
rity for its rights and interests in the Carnatic, by an arrange- 
ment founded on the principles of the long subsisting alliayice be- 
tween the Company and the family of the Nawab Mahomed All, 
judged it expedient to enter into a negociation for that purpose 
with the Prince Azeem-ood-Dowlah, the son and heir of Ameor- 
ool-Oomra, who was the second son of the Nawab Mahomed Ali, 


* Wellesley^ s Despatehejt^ vol. ii, p. 5. 
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and tho immediato great-grandson by both parents of the Nawab 
Aiiwar-ood-deen Khan of blessed memory. And his lligliuess, 
Prince Azeem-ood-Dowlah Bahadoor, having entered into ongago- 
ments for tho express purpose of reviving the alliance betvvoon 
the Company and his illustrious ancestors, and of establishing an 
adequate security for tho British interests in tho Carnatic, the 
British Government has now resolved to exercise its nghts and 
its power, under Providence, in supporting and establishing tho 
hereditary pretensions of tho Prince Azeem-ood-Dowlah Baha- 
door, in tho 8oubadary of tho Carnatic.^^* 

Tliere were good and sufficient reasons for Lord Welles- 
ley having decided between March 1800 and May 1801, 
that he must not attempt to annex the Carnatic, to re- 
duce the Nawab to the position of a pensioner, or to 
deprive him of tlie sovereignty. Sucli an aet of usurpa- 
tion and violence at that critical peiioB, when tlie more 
im})ortant Native States were observing with alarm and 
jealousy the Increased stahllity and mobility of our ])ower 
in c()nse(pie2ice of the downfall of Tippoo Sultans King- 
dom, and while a formidable revolt raged in the (.\irnatic 
itself, might have excited a combination against our 
Government that would have taxed our resources to the 
utmost, would certaitdy have ruined our iinanccs, and 
might have led to a great disaster. Id ere are Lord Wel- 
lesley’s own words in a lettei* to Lord Clive of the 4 th of 
June, 1801. 

It is by no means certain that, in tho event of our ])rocoeding 
to exercise a right founded on a violation of Treaty, and on tho 
iK'cessity of sidf-defonce, ////* l^owcrs of Ilimlosltoi would nfrahi 
yrnui ro)i/oundiu/f Uio ohstroH prlnrijdrs of tlm (jrnvrul low if 
nolion, ^ with onihitious view's of aijijrandisenie.nt ond e.vlanslon (f 
dominion 

Immediately after the conclusion of the new Treaty, 
Lord Clive writes on the 27th July 1801 to Calcutta, 
stating that 

Tho rebellion in tho Southern Provinces has assumed a more 
formidable aspect than could have been expected, and has so re- 
duced the appointed force of tho I’rovinces a.H to render e.rlreniehj 
inconvenient amj measuro calcnlaied to awjnicni the nnniher of dis- 
affected person 8 

* Welleslcifs Despatches^ vol. ii, p. 5G0. 
t Ihid.^ vol. ii, p. 535; Carnatic Papers, 18(31, p. OG 
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Every consideration of our general policy of expediency with 
respect to our external relations, and of prudence with regard to our 
internal tranquillity, requirCvS, in iny judgment^ that the actual 
establishment of our security, on the basis of right to exercise 
the entire civil and military government of the Carnatic, should 
bo accompanied by the gracious and conciliatory measure of esta- 
blishing a branch of the House of Mahomsd Ali in a degree of rank 
and splendour suited to its long subsisting connection with the 
Cornpany.^^* 

In another despatch of the same date as that we have 
just quoted, Lord Clive reported to the Governor-General 
that “ considering the actual state of uffiiirs, the inelRcient 
and dispersed state of our military force at this Presidency, 
and what it has to perform, as well as the p)rccarious and 
luiplemant situation of domestic politics^ he had decided 
on “ the expediency of obtaining an eheetual control over 
the Carnatic by negociation, if practicable, rather than by 
assumption by force,” and he described the Treaty which 
he submitted for Lord Wellesley’s judgment, as “a trans- 
action which places Azeem-ood-Dowlah on the musnud and 
the control of the Carnatic in the Company.”j* 

In addition to the jealous hostility of several Native 
Powers, which at last exploded in tlie Mahratta war of 
1803, when we were less encumbered and better prepared, 
“ the situation of domestic politics” in the C^aiaiatic in 
1801, was, as Lord Clive said, “precarious and unpleasant.” 
The reliellion of the Southern Chieftains, — the Polygar 
war, as it was called, — was carried on most obstinately ; 
and some of the most despcaato fighting took place about; 
the time that the scheme for depriving the Navvab of 
power was being finally settled in correspondence between 
Lord Clive and the Marcpiis Wellesley. 

The little Foit of Punjaluin-coorchy in the Tinnevelly 
district, was atbickedon the 31st March, 1801, by a force 
under Major Macaulay, consisting of two Companies of the 
74 th Foot and five Native Battalions; and although the 
defenders are said to have been armed for the most part 
with pikes, the attack completely failed, with a loss on our 
side of 17 officers and 74 European soldiers, and 229 

* Carnatic Papers, 1861, pp. 100, 101. 

t Welleslcfs Despatches, vol. ii, p. 552. 
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Sepoys, killed and wounded. Eeiiiforceinents having ar- 
rived to the extent of a Company of Artillery witli six 
guns, a Regiment of Cavalry, the 77th Foot and two more 
Native Battalions, the place was stormed witli success 
on the 28rd of May, 1801. The storming party was 
formed of four Companies of Europeans, (two of the 74tli, 
two of the 77th) and eight Companies of Sepoys ; and 
tlieir loss in one hours liard fighting amounted to 9 
oflicers and 90 Europeans, (or about one in three of tlioso 
engaged) and 120 Se])oyH, killed and wounded. U])wards 
of 450 of^tlie enemy were killed inside the Fort, which is 
descriljed l)y a veiy competent eye-witness, who Avas pre- 
sent at the a8s<ault, as “a mere dog-kennel.”* 

Nor Avas tlie progress of this Polygar Avar Avatehed Avitli 
indiflei'ence hy the Covernment of India. It Avas well im- 
derstood that such untoward incidents as tlie failure hefore 
Punjaluin-coorehy miglit lead to a most unpleasant crisis. 
Henry Wellesley writing from the Covernor-General’s 
household at (^alcutta to C\>lonel Arthur Wellesley at 
Bombay, on the 22n(l of April, PSOl, says - 

T am sorry to tell you tiuit wo Imvo mot witli a gr(?at loss 
in tlio Tinnovolly country aj^^ainst tlio Fort of l^unjalum-coorchy; 
— upwards of 800 men killed and Avounded, and tlio Fort not 

taken.’rt 

The affair evidently made a consideraldc impression on 
the future Duke, for in a letter dated the 2(Sth of the same 
month, from Cannanore on the Western (Joast, to the 
Governor of Bombay, he gives the following account of it, 
from which Ave gather some additional details 

The Polygars in the Southern Provinces of the Carnatic have 
contended most successfully, as 1 am informed, against a detach- 
ment of our troops under Major Macaulay. It is said that ho 
lost, in some attack which he made on Punjalum-coorchy Fort, 
above 70 out of two Companies of Europeans, and about 250 

* General WeWn Military liemiimcpncen^ (Smith and Elder, 1830) 
vol. i, pp. 02 to 78. This almost forgoUen affair of Punjalum-coorchy, 
with others that might be adduced in a chain coming down to the year 
1840, may serve tn dispel a very prevalent notion tliat the only warlike 
races in India arc to be found in the North. Aurungzebo found out his 
mistake of despising tho Mahraltas. 

t Wellhwton^s Supplementary vol. ii, p. 304. 

• (J 2 
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Sepoys out of five Battalions, and failed to carry the Fort. The 
Polygars assembled and attacked his camp in the night, and his 
detachment on their march on the next day but one, and on both 
occasions were repulsed with difficulty and with some loss on 
our side.^^ 

^'Tho detachment in the Southern Division of the Carnatic has 
been reinforced by tlie 77th Regiment from Malabar, and by other 
troops from different parts.^^* 

On the 21st of June, 1801 — very near the time when 
the death of the Nawab Omdiit-ool-Oomra, then daily 
expected,*!* was to compel the immediate settlement of the 
succession and the new Treaty, — Aiihur Wellesley writes 
from Seringapatjim to Sir David Bamd as follows ; — 

To the Southward raatter,s have been going on very badly 
indccd.^^ 

He then gives a full account of the first unsuccessful as- 
sault on Punjalum-coorchy, mentiouiug the names of seve- 
ral officers who were killed and wounded, and continues 
thus : — 

^'The Fort has since been attacked and carried, with much loss 
on our side and great slaughter of the Polygars. The head Poly- 
gar esca})ed, and ho has been joined by others in flie Southern 
countries, and even by the Colleries, all of them excited to insur- 
rection by the misfortunes of our troops at the commencement of 
the contest. Within these few days they have again opposed th(j 
troops in the open field, and, I am informed, have stood with great 
firmness, and that the result of tho contest, altliougli favourable 
to us, was not unattended by loss on our side. Dpon this last 
occasion Major Grey of the Company^s Service was killed, and 
other officers were wounded. Colonel Agiiow has been again re- 
inforced by troops from all quarters ; but it ap])ears to bo tlie 
gimoral opinion of those best accpiainted with the people with 
whom tho contest was sustained, and with tho country which is 
its seat, that it will be tedious and unpleasant.” 

Besides this warfare to tho Southward, there is one going on 
ill the Northern Circars, with the details of which 1 am unac- 
quainted,”! 

* WtHuuifon's Supplrmeutary Despntchefi, vol. ii, p. 309. 

t Ho died on the 15th of July; the now Treaty was signed on 
the 21st. 

! Wollimjton's SupplementiD'y Desjjatchea^ vol. ii, pp. 460, 401. 
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At such a time as this Lord Clive might well say that 
“any measure calculated to augment the number af dis- 
aftected jpersons would be extremelj^ inconvenient.”* The 
revolt of the Southern Polygai's might have assumed un- 
expected propoi-tions, and have led to unforeseen coinpli- 
c^itions, if a pretender to the Carnatic nuisnud had placed 
himself at its head. By installing a Nawab, concluding a 
Treaty with him, proclaiming his succession to the throne 
“ 6/y the hereditarif rights of his father/* and Ciilling on 
“all the Zemindars, Jaghiredars, Talookdars, Poly gars, 
olHcers lyid inhabitiints of the Carnatic,” to “yield due 
olndience to the orders of the Company,” “/>// virtue of 
the rights aud jiou'ers aeguired hg vompuct irith the pre- 
sent lauful the (lovernor of Madras elieckmated 

tile more active and amliitious members and adlierents of 
the Wallajali family, and left them without any available 
rallying point. 

We have already (pioted from tlie Declaration circulated 
by our Covernment in ISUl a jiassage stating that “ the 
hereditary pretensions of Prince Ay.i'.em-ood-Dowlah had 
been sujiported and i‘stablished.”J ]3esldes this, the Pro- 
clamation issued liy the Covernment on the ’dlst of July, 
ISO], to the Zemindars and people of the Carnatic, ex- 
pressly states that A;^eem-ood-Dowlah “has succeeded by 
the hereditarg rights of his father, and by full itcknoivledg- 
ment of the Honourable Company, to tlie jiossession of the 
said Musuud.”§ 

Notwithstanding these unequivocal expressions indocu- 
nuaits published at the time. Lord Harris ventures on the 
following extraordinary statement 

“ Azcc*m-oo(l-I3owl}i was positively and openly declared to liavo 
no hereditary claims.^qi 

What was “ [lositively and openly declared” was the 
very revei‘se of this. Lord Wellesley did, indeed, secretly 
and confidentially intimate something of the sort, — as we 

* A Hti‘, p. ] 7. 

t Carnatic Paper-^, 1801, p. 100. 

t Ante, p. 17. 

§ Carvatic IHOI, p. 105. 

[l lsi;o, p 12. 4%46 
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now know from his Despatches, published in 1836 ; — and 
that is the sole excuse for Lord Harris’s gross inaccuracy. 
Secure beforehand of the support of Lord Dalhousie, then 
all powerful witli the Home Government, in abolishing 
what both of them regarded as nothing but an expensive 
and inconvenient pageant, Lord Harris wrote down witli 
impatient heedlessness his vague recollections of Lord 
Wellesley’s wishes, as described in his Despatches, and 
passed them oft' as Lord Wellesley’s acts. He introduced 
Lord Wellesley’s abortive plans as if they were finished 
transactions. ^ 

In 1801 Lord Wellesley had two objects in view, — the 
first was to obtain “the civil and military administration 
of the Carnatic” from the Nawab with a (h'CiTit appearance 
of mutual agreement ; — the second was to spread over all 
the public documents relating to the Nawab’s installation 
a colouring of free gift on the part of the Bi’itish Govern- 
ment, rather than that of succession by hei’editary right. 
In the first object he succeeded ; in the second he com- 
pletely failed. 

Lord Wellesley objected to the original Preamble of 
the Treaty as concluded by the Governor of Madras, in 
which it was stated that “ the right of Prince A/eem-ood- 
Dowlah founded upon the hereditary right of his father, 
the Nawab Amecr-ool-Onu*ah Babadoor,” had been “nc- 
knowh'(hjed by the English blast India Company and he 
contrived to have a new Preamble substituted, declaring 
that the Nawab had been “ established by the East India 
Company in the rank, property, and possessions of his an- 
cestors, heretofore Nabobs of the Carnatic but beyond 
this admission by Azcem-ood-Dowlah of his obligations 
to the Britisli Government for their support, and of their 
right, in return, to demand new concessions from him, 
‘‘to supply the defects of former eugagementsf nothing 
is gained by the alteration. It is a mere distinction be- 
tween “acknowledge” and “establish.” It does not touch, 
and was not intended to touch the hereditary nature of 
the dignity, which, indeed, is fully admitted in the reite- 
rated words, “ the rank and dignity of his ancestors,” and 
in the words “ succession” and “ succeeded” in the Pre- 
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ainble and in Article I. “Snccession” to one’s ‘‘ancestors” 
implies hereditaiy right, and can bear no other meaning. 

Lord Wellesley attached so little importance to the 
desired alteration, that he expressly cantiuned Lonl Clive 
that it should not be proposed to Azeem-ood-Dowlah at 
the hazard ojf ejccituaj amj alarm or jealoast/ in his J/a/h- 
resss mind/ or of incurring his dissent or displeasure.''’*^ 
And in tlie meantime, anticipating the })ossibility of 
Azeem-ood-Dowlah s objections, Lord Wellesley ratified 
the original Treaty. This does not look as if he regarded 
the Nawab as an insignificant person, devoid of political 
rights. The modified Preamble was accc})ted by the 
Nawab without discussion. 

The alteration suggested and carried out by Lord Wel- 
lesley w<is not aimed at hereditary succession, past or 
future, but against the inherent right of the Nawab to 
succeed unconditionally to the throne, at a political crisis, 
without British sanction and suj)port. 

But whatever advantage Lord Welleshy may be sup- 
posed to have gained by these modifications of the Treaty, 
was (juite neutralised and nullified by other solemn and 
authoritative documents, issued or approved by our 
Government, in which the hereditary rights of Azeem- 
ood-Dowlah are emphatically asserted. The Declaration 
circulated to the Goveniors of Bombay and Ceylon, and 
to the Residents at the (/ourtsof Hyderabad and Poonah, 
and the Proclamation isstied to the Chieftains and people 
of the Carnatic, from both of which we have Cj noted, not 
only u})hold the “hereditary rights” of Azeem-ood-Dowlah, 
but go into the particulars of his genealogical desceiit, an, 
if to contrast them with the doubtful pretensions of the 
unfortunate Prince who had refused to enter into a new 
Ti’eaty, and wlio is insultingly described throughout these 
state-papers as “ the reputed soUj' and “ the supposed son, 
of Omdut-ool-Oomia.”f 

Wlien the Treaty of 1801 had been concluded, the 
Nawab, in accordance with the terms of Article XII, is- 
sued a circular order “ to all his civil and military ofHcers ’ 

* Caniatic Papers, 1861, pp. 109, 110. 

t Ihid., 1861, p. 107 ; Asiatic Aauual Register, 1802, pp. 127 to 136. 
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to deliver up all the districts, forts, and treasuries to the 
persons appointed by the Company ‘‘ to manage” them. 
The order was drafted by the Govenior of Madras himself, 
translated into Pei*sian, and then submitted to the Nawab 
Azeem-ood-Dowlah for his seal and signature. This order 
commenced as follows : — 

Whereas the musnuJ of the Carnatic Soobadary was vacant, 
and 1 the Nawab Wallajah Azecm-ood-Dowlah have hij the grace 
of God talien poffscHnion of the said miatnud, inpyrsunnce of the 
lineal right and title, as well as with the acknowledgment of the 
British Company, it is therefore directed that you do immediately 
on receiving this order deliver without any rcsistanca or excuse 
the ^falooks, etc., under your control into the charge of the officers 
of the British Company, who have been appointed with mg ap- 
proval,’^ 

Immediately after his installation, Azeem-ood-Dowlali 
addressed letters to the King of England, tlie Prince of 
Wales, the King of Delhi, the Nizam and the l^eishwa, 
which were perused and approved by Lord Cdive, in which 
he informed them that he had succecch'd to the niusnud 
“ 1)1/ vii'tue of his rujlit of inhevifetneef* 

On the ilrd of August 1801 the Government of Madras 
addressed a despatch to the Secret ( Vmmittee of the Court 
of Directors, in which occurs the following })assage : — 
^^The rights of Omdut-nl-Omrah founded on the Treaty of 
1792 having been vitiated by that Lvineo’s violation of the alliance 
and of the stipulations of that instrunnmt, the hereditary clainiH of 
the JIon,He if Mahomed Ally da^amded to the second branch of the 
fanLily represented by the Prince Azi'cni-ood-Powlah, the son of 
Ameer-nl-Omrah, who teas the second son of the Nabob Mahomed 
Ally.”-\ 

* Lord Harris boldly asserts in his Minute that “ Azeem- 
ood-Dowlah was positively mid opeidy declared to have 
no hercditaiy claims.” 

We have now adduced a sufficiency of positive and open 
declarations to the contrary effect, and may now challenge 
his Lordship to pohit out where those declarations to which 
he alludes are to be found. They are not to be found ; 
there are no such declarations. And as to Lord Welles- 

* Carnatic Papers, 1801, pp. 113, 115. 
t Ibid,, 1801, p. 108. 
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ley 8 secret and confidential objections to some points in 
the phraseology employed by Lord Clive, and his opinions 
as to the penalties that might have been inflicted on the 
Wallajah family, if the British Government had not prc' 
ferred to act with “magnanimity and generosity,” they 
are nothing to ns except as matters of historical or bio- 
gra})hicai interest. In these days we, and especially the 
representative of the other contracting party, the rightful 
Nawab of the Carnatic, have to do only with the Treaty, 
and the other authoritative docunuaits, such as the Decla- 
ration and Proclamation, which were promulgated by our 
Governinent to explain the provisions of the Treaty and 
assist in their execution. 

. Those who deny the rights of Prince Azeem Jah are by 
no means consistent or colierent, or, T must he allowed to 
say, ({uite ingennous and straightforward in their argu- 
mejits. Although they repeatedly say that the case must 
be decided by the Tr(*aty of 1801, they overlook its main 
])rovisions, and are obliged to wander out of them to find 
the unwarrantable terms of degradation that they think 
will suit their pur]) 0 se. Tlius Sir Charles Wood, as we 
have seen, says that “in 1801 the Nawab was reduced to 
the rank of a pensioner at Madras.”^ Now even if the 
Treaty of 1801 were a personal Tnnity, which it is not, it 
Avould not have “ reduced the Nawab to the rank of a 
])ensioner.” The “ rank and dignity of his ancestors,” 
secured to him by that Treaty, and to his heirs and succ(‘s- 
sors by the old Treaties therein renewed and conlirirmd,t 
was not that of a pensioner, but that of hereditary Sove- 
reign of the (-arnatic. An “Ally,” as he is many times 
called in the Treaty, J could not have been reduced to the 
rank of a pensioner. “ An Independent Prince”§ cannot 
have been reduced to the rank of a ])ensioner. The 
“Sovereign of the Caniatic” and “Superior Lord” of the 
feudatory Chieftains, ”|1 among whom were Princes of ex- 
alted rank and ancient lineage such as the Rajahs of 
Travancore and Tanjore, coukl not have been “ reduced 

♦ Aniej p. 1. t Ante, pp. 10, 11. 

I Ante, p. 11. § Ante, p. 5. 

!| Ant>', pp. 5, 0. 
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to the rank of a pensioner.” Yet we liave seen that the 
Nawab Azeeni-ood-Dowlah was fully recognised in all these 
capacities. 

The advocates of the rapacious policy, however, can 
shift their ground from one incoherent and inconsistent 
position to another. If pressed very closely, they may 
admit that Azeem-ood-Dowlah, with whom the Treaty 
was concluded, was a Sovereign and not a pensioner, but 
assert that the Sovereignty ceased at his death, and that 
his son and grandson were mere pensioners. 

Lord Harris writes as follows : — 

“The Treaty of 1801 is made with him alone; no mention is 
made of successors. On his death in 1810 the Government of 
Madras thought a fresh Treaty was neccssary.^^* 

Now this is the truth, — so far, — but it is not the whole 
truth. The Madras Goveniment did, indeed, suggest in 
1819, that a fresh Treaty should be made with Azeem- 
ood-Dowlah's eldest son, Azum Jah, expressly on account 
of the succession having been left in an open and doubtful 
state under the Treaty of 1801, but Lord Harris might 
have told us a little more. He does not tell us that the 
Madras Government on that occasion, in tlielr des])atcli of 
tlie 2nd of October, 1819, gave it as their opinion tliat 

the Treaty concluded with the late Nabob on the 81st 
July, 1801, had guaranteed the sueces.^i.()u to the musnud 
to his famihj in the direct and legitimate line of descent 
and that the Supreme Government expressed no disagree- 
ment with that opinion. The Madras (Government simply 
thought it advisable, now that the Nawab Azum Jah 
had virtually become a party” to the Treaty, that he 
should be called upon ^‘to execute some formal instm- 
nient” recognising its conditions. The Governor-General, 
the Marquis of Hastings, was of opinion that no such new 
instrument was required, as he considered “ his Highness 
to be ipso facto a party to the Treaty concluded with his 
father in 1801.”$ 

Lord Dalhousie’s comment upon this first succession 

^ Caniatic Papers f 1860, p. 12. 
t Ibich, p. 35. 


X Ihiit., pp. 35 and 40. 
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^ after the new settlement appears to me to be singularly 
disingenuous. He says: — 

Upon the death of Azeem-ood*Dowlah the Treaty of 1801 was 
not renewed. It has never since been renewed. The Government 
of India on a former occasion e,rpressly declined to renew it. The 
Treaty of 1801, therefore, has had no existence, and its provisions 
liave had no binding force since the death of the Nawab Azcein- 
ood-Dowlah, with whom it was concluded, and to whom alone it 
was applicable.'^* 

Now it cei-tainly is true that the Treaty of 1801 has 
never been renewed ; it is true that the Govermnent of 
India declined to renew it, but not, as Lord Dalhousie in- 
sinuates, because they looked on it as void and did not 
wish it to be made valid, but because they looked on it as 
still valid ; not because, as Lord Dalliousie asserts, “ it 
was aj^plicable to the Nawab Azeem-ood-DowJah alone,” 
but l)ecause his son and successor was “ ipso faciof ())y 
the fact^of his succession,) “a p((rti/ to it not because a 
renewal was considered impolitic, but because it was con- 
sidered superfluous. Both in the questions asked l)y the 
Government of Madras, and in the answers given by the 
Supremo Govenunent, the sup])oscd new instrument was 
discussed as a matter of form only, and not as a matter of 
])olicy. Tlic question of the continuance or cessation of 
tlie Nawab’s dignity was never raised at all. 

Lord Dalhousie says “the Treaty of 1801 has had no 
e;rls(enc(\ and its provisions h((v<t had no hi nd i mj force ^ 
since the death of the Nawab Azeem-ood-Dowlah.” Let 
us see whether this is true or not. Lord Hastings in 1 HI 0, 
at the death of Azeem-ood-Dowlah, said that his son and 
successor wms “ ipso facto a party” to the Treaty. The 
Supreme Government said that “ their resolution to con- 
tinue to the Nawab the dignities and benehis of his 
deceased father under thc^ pfovisions of the existinrf Treaty^ 
comliined with the cheerfid accejitance of the same at their 
hands, w<uild constitute a confirmation of the existing 
Treaty, preferable, considering the relative situation of the 
parties, to the fonnal conclusion of precise stipulations. 

* Carnatic Papers, 1800, p. 48. 

t ihid., p. ar>. 
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Lord Dalhousie says that the Treaty, spoken of by Lord^ 
Hastings in 1819, after the death of Azeem-ood-Dowlah, 
as “ the existing Treaty,'' “ had no existence" after the 
death of Azeem-ood-Dowlah. Lord Dallioiisie says that 
the “ provisions” of that Treaty, which according to Lord 
Hastings underwent ‘‘confirmation” after the death of 
Azeem-ood-Dowlah, “have had no binding force since the 
death of Azeem-ood-Dowlah.” Hardly another word is 
necessary to show that Lord Dalhousle was quite wi’ong. 
An existing Treaty cerUiinly has existence. Provisions 
that arc confirmed cerfiiinly continue to have binding 
force. 

The existing Treaty having been thus recognised and 
confirmed at the death of Azeem-ood-Dowlah, liis eldest 
son, Azum Jali, was enthroned, and was congratulated by 
the Governor of Madras on “ascending tlie Musnud in 
tlie direct line of hercdifiiry succession to his la^e father 
of blessed memory.”* The Governor concluded his ad- 
dress with these words : - 

“ Under the sanction of tlie Most Noble the (rovornor-Gcncral, 
and ynnr ackiioirlpdjmoit of the ealiih’ty of the Trrafij, its .dipnhi- 
tlons are now declared to he rtinalhj hnidlnq ifjmn your IftylDicss, 
as they were v^ioa the late Nawtth and the British (lovermneniB^ 

(3n the death of Azeem-ood-Dowlah in 1819, the Go- 
vernor of Madras, with the full knowledge and approval 
of the Supreme Government, publicly announces “ the 
validity of the Treaty,” and declares its stipulations to be 
''binding" xv^on both parties, upon the Nawab and the 
British Government. In 185.5 Lord Dalhousie, wishing 
to get rid of the Treaty, boldly declares that “ it has had 
no existence,” and that “ its provisions have had no bind- 
ing force since the death of the Nawab Azeem-ood-Dow- 
laii.” 

Upon such manifest contradictions of the truth, and 
defiance of recorded facts, is built the denial of Prince 
Azeem Jahs rights. 

In the reign of the Nawab Azum Jah, elder brother of 

* Carnatic Papers, 18G0, p. 120. 
t Ibid., 18tU, p. 120. 
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Prince Azeem Jah, Sir Thomas Munro, then Governor of 
Madras, thus referred to the Treaty of 1801 : — 

“ By this the Nawab ^locs not relinquish his Sov(rri(jnfij. 

'^Tho fiftli part of the revenue is his claim as Socereiifn of the 
ivhole Carnatic. 

is aiiW Pri ncr of the Carnaticy and he is a party to the Treaty 
hy which onv-ffth part of the revenue is secured, to him. 

** The present assumption of the country is permanent, hut the 
relative situations of the Companyy and the Nawahy are the same 
as informer cases of assmuption. The Nawal) rs .dill Prince of the 
( mat icy and receives in that cnjiacity one-fifth of ‘the net re- 
venue.”* 

In speaking of ''former cases of assi^nptionf — when 
under the old Treaties tlie (company assumed the ad- 
ministration of the Carnatic during war,— -ISir Thomas 
Munro declares that the “relative situations” of tlie (/\)m- 
j)any and the son of Azeem-ood-Uowlah, an^ the same as 
in the time of the Nawab’s predecessors, before the Trc'aty 
of 1(801 was concluded. 

It is peifectly clear, tlierefore, tliat tlie son of the Na- 
wab with whom the Treaty of 1801 was concluded, was 
not “ reduced to the rank(»f a pensioner,” and that during 
his life-time the Carnatic territories were not annexed. 

We now come to the late Nawab, Gholam Mahomed 
Chous Khan, only son of Azum Jah. His father died in 
1825, and he was proclaimed “ successor to the rank and 
title; of Nawab Soubadar of the (.Carnatic,” his uncle, Prince 
Azeem Jah, being appointed llegent during his ne])hew s 
minority. There was certainly no doubt or hesitation 
at that time; as to the hereditary nature of the Nawabs 
dignity. 

The able and eminent lawyer, Mr. Thomas Sydney 
Smyth, who was Advocate-General at Madras when the 
late Nawab died, in one of his official letters to Govern- 
ment, mcident^illy — perhaps accidentally places in its 
tnie light the striking testimony to the NawatVs hereditary 
Sovereignty afforded by the circumstances attending his 
accession. The letter in question, (printed at the Govern- 
ment Press of Madras) is dated May 30th, 1859, and was 
intended to fix the liability for certain debts incurred 
* Qleuf s Life of Sir Thomas 3f?wro, vol. ii, p. 350. 
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during the late Nawab s minority upon Prince Azeem Jah. 
The italics are in the original. 

When the late Nabob^s father died, the Government, in 1 825 , 
^ recognised^ the infant Nabob as his lawful successor ; but it 
ajipointed, of its own authority, (by an official letter and Procla- 
mation in the Gazette) the Prince to conduct the affairs of the 
Circar during the minority, as Naib-i-Mooktar.” 

The distinction here drawn between the recognition of 
a latoftd mccessor” divA the cqrpointmenty “by its own 
authority,^’ of a Guardian by our Government, is of vital 
importance, and negatives at once the notion of the late 
Nawab having been “ reduced to the rank of a peiisioner,” 
or of his having^succeeded to the musniid by the “ grace 
and favour” of the other contracting party to the Treaty. 
He was, as the learned Advocate-General justly observed, 
“ the lawful successor” to his lather. 4 $?> A 6 

From the Si\me collection of documents we find that the 
British Government designated the late Nawal), immedi- 
ately after his accession, as their “ Ally.” In a Minute by 
the Govenior of Madras, Sir Thomas Munro, dated the 
3rd of February, 182G, the following sentence occurs: — 
“ It may bo expected that the Court of Directors will not dis- 
approve of such an advance of money as may be requisite to 
liberate their ancient Ally, the Nabob of the Carnatic, from all 
pecuniary embarrassment.''^ 

We have already adduced the payment to the Nawab 
Azeem-ood-Dowlah of the annual tribute due from his 
feudatory, the Hajah of Travancore, as sulHcient evidence 
that the Sovereignty of the Carnatic was not resigned by 
the Nawab Azeem-ood-Dowlah in the Treaty of 1801. 
This feudal supremacy was maintained during the reign 
of his son and successor, and was upheld to the day of his 
grandson, the late Nawab’s decease, and even beyond it ! 
The Travancore Peisheush alwtiys continued to be paid into 
the Nawab s treasuiy; but since the late Nawab s death, 
it has been transferred to the Madras Government, and 
appears among the receipts of 1861-62 with the following 
extraordinary entry: — “Rajah of Travancore, on account 
of the late Nabob of the Carnatic , — 13,320 Rupees.”* 

♦ Madras Administration Beport, 1861-2, para. 604, p. 106. 
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We know by the terms* already quoted from the official 
records of the Madnis Govenunent, that this tribute was 
paid to the Nawab rs ‘‘ Sovereign of the Carnatic.”^ 

There is ample evidence also that the Treaty of 1801 
was acknowledged to be in full force during the reign of 
the late Nawab, Mahomed Ghous Khan. h\)r example, 
the Madras Government, “after quoting the fifth ATticle of 
the Treaty, remarked in Extract from the Minutes of Cou- 
sultiition, dated 7th Decem])er 1847, that tl>ese ladies having 
long enjoyed the stipends assigned to them, the character 
and good faitli of the British Government were concerned, 
and that His Highness was hound />// the Treat}/ to su])- 
port them.”t Here the Nawab is declared in the year 
1847 to be ‘M)ound by the Treaty,” which Lord Dalliouslo 
asseited to have had “no binding force,” and “no exist- 
ence,” since the year 1810. 

The Sovereignty of tlie Nawab was thus maintained 
without dispute or (piestion during the reign of Prince 
A/.eem JaJis nephew, and the Treaty of 1801 was de- 
clared to be in force. It is evident, therefore, that the late 
Naw'ab was not “ reduced to the rank of a pensioner at 
Madras,” and no annexation of the Cainatic territories 
had taken [)lace up to the date of his death, the 7th of 
October, 1855. 

So far as the claims of Prince Azeem Jah are concerned, 
there can be no objection to our statesmen declaring that 
his father, brother and ncj)how were merely “ nominal” 
or “ titular” Sovereigns, and that all practical and sub- 
stantial power Wcos lodged in the hands of the East India 
Company. That is perfectly true. In claiming the here- 
ditary Sovereignty of the Caniatic, secured by a series of 
uncancelled treaties — including the Treaty of Paris — to 
the Wallajah family, Pj inc% Azeem Jah claims no regal 
authority to interfere with or influence the legislative or 
executive action of our Government. 

If our Government chooses to fall foul of its own work 

♦ Anie^ p. i). 

t Papers relating to Carnatic Stipendiaries, Madras, 1858, p. 327. 
Tliere are many similar references to the Treaty to be found in the 
Proceedings of the Madras Government. 
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and to pour contempt upon it^ Ally by calling him ‘‘ a 
pageant or “ a^uppet/' it will not help us in the least 
towards obtaining the Sovereignty of the Carnatic, of 
which we have never pretended to divest him, and of 
which he has never divested himself 

Our power over the revenues and resources of the Car- 
natic has been practical and substantial enough for the 
last sixty-seven years, but only by virtue of the Treaty 
of 1801. We have never conquered an acre of it. Not 
an acre of it has ever passed to the British Government 
in sovereignty, by cession, by escheat or lapse, by Impe- 
rial Act or |)opular vote, by any process known id the old 
Law of Nations, or to modern revolutionary doctrine. 
Our contumacious possession of the Carnatic, while we 
refuse the royal dignity and the stipulated share of tlic 
revenue to the Sovereign, our Ally, would stand the test 
of neither a Congress nor a pUhUcite, 

We have nothing to show for it but the Nawab s grant 
of the Chingleput Jaghlrc,* and the Treaty of 1801. 
The grantor of a Jaghire resigns no Sovereignt}^ ; lie ex- 
pressly Jisserts it ; the grantee admits it. Under the 
Treaty of 1801 the Nawab remained the Sovereign, the 
Company became the Administrator and Trustee of his 
dominions. But the Treaty that gave over to tlie Com- 
pany all practical and subshxntial power, that invested it 
with the civil and militaiy administratioiU “ for ever,” 
contained also some practical and substantial stipulations 
in favour of the Nawab. lie was “ established in the 
rank, property and possessions of his ancestors, with the 
dignities dependent thereon,” and a fifth share of the 
revenues, after certain deductions, was allotted for his 
support, to “ be at his free disposal, consistently with the 
principles of the alliance. * 

If, therefore, the practical and substantial provisions in 
favour of the Nawab ai'e not observed by the other con- 
tmeting party, the British Government, the Treaty is vio- 
lated, and their right to “ the civil and military adminis- 
tration” of the Carnatic, their “ full and exclusive right to 

♦ Collection of Treaties^ vol. v, p. 196. 

t Article V, —Collection of Treaties, vol. v, p. 250. 
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the revenues thereof, (with the exception of the portion re- 
served for the Na wab,)”* having never rested upon anything 
but the Treaty, falls to the ground. Henceforward our 
footing in the Carnatic, until rectified by some act of state, 
or some new convention, is utterly untenable and indefin- 
able under the Law of Nations. We occupy a perfectly 
lawless position. Our Government has neither a title to 
the territory to set before other States and Sovereigns, 
nor a claim to allegiance and obedience to set before the 
inhabitants of the Carnatic. 

Sir Charles Wood said we might ‘‘ dismiss all question 
of the annexation of territory,*^ — in other words, that the 
Caraatic territories were not annexed at the death of the 
late Nawab. I have shown that they were not annexed 
hrfore hia death. I believe that Sir Charles Wood w{is 
quite riglit, and that no annexation has been eftccted. 
The British Government since 1855, not only has had no 
valid title to the Carnatic territories, but has gone through 
no process, forcible or diplomatic, to set up a colourable 
title. The Treaty is violated ; and we are no'^ wrongfully 
administering those territories, without any authority 
that wdll bear examination or that is capable of public 
avowal. 

The right of conquest gives a good title, when confirmed 
by time and popular approval. By such a title we hold 
Pegu, the King of Burmah having always refused to sign 
any treaty for the cession of that Province. No one 
would (juestion our title to the Punjaub, for though the 
process for deposing our infant Ward, wiis more stealthy 
than straightforward until all resistance was overcome, f 
still there were military operations deserving the name of 
war ; we called it a con(j[uest, and no one contradicted us ; 
we took an instrument resigning the Sovereignty from the 
young Prince and the leading ^Chieftains ;{ and we issued 
a Proclamation declaring the country annexed to the 
British dominions. 
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But we have no right of conquest in the Carnatic, 
We have no right over those territories except that of 
‘'civil and military administration” acquired by the Treaty 
of 1801, sdbject to certain conditions with which we have 
wrongfully dispensed. We have no act or instrument to 
show ; we have issued no Proclamation. It would be 
impossible for anyone to draw up a Proclamation declaring 
the Sovereignty of the Carnatic to have passed from the 
Nawab to the British Government, without there being a 
manifest falsehood on the face of it. 

Nor has our position improved in the least during the 
few years that have elapsed since the death ‘^of Prince 
Azeem Jah’s nephew, the Nawab Mahomed Ghous Khan. 
We have certainly acquired no riglit by Usucaption or 
Prescription, for, as we have just seen, throughout the late 
Nawab s reign the existence of his Sov(3reignty and alli- 
ance with us, the maintenance of the Treaty of 1801, and 
our administrative trust under it, were never disputed,^ 
and since his decease the lawful lieir and successor has 
kept up a (fontiniioiis claim. Prescription is entirely on 
the side of the Wallajali family, f 

There can be no doubt about our material power to re- * 
tain possession of all the revenues of the (Jarnatic, and to 
continue exercising the “ civil and military administration” 
of those Provinces, while rejecting the claims of Prince 
Azeem Jah, or any descendant of his, the representative 
for the time being of the line of hereditary Sovereigns, 
the other contracting party to the Treaty of 1801. And 
yet, to those who can look a little beyond the ways and 
means of the day, it might seem that, even to a great 
military Empire, a good title for every territorial posses- 
sion is of some value, — the more valuable in the case of 
fiir distant possessions, where the will of an alien popula- 
tion has not been, and cannot be consulted. 

The temptation to do us an injury, to shake our influ- 
ence, or to meet some remonstrance of ours with a telling 
retort, might induce a rival Power to challenge some of 

* Ante^ pp. 30, 31. 

t See Grotius, Droit do la Gnen'o et do la Paixy liv. ii, chap, iv, 
Amsterdam, 1724. 
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our Indian titles. At any time it would have an unsett- 
ling effect, if European diplomacy were to claim the right 
of inquiry, or to display the least interest in the origin 
and extent of our hitherto unquestioned supremacy and 
vast direct possessions. At a criticiil time, m tlie midst 
of war, rebellion or general excitiiment, any well-founded 
remonstrance, taunt or imputation might be very embar- 
rassing, if not injurious. Let us be able to answer a 
summons to tlie bar of Europ(*an opinion by a plain and 
candid statement of our rignts and titles. Above all, 
when such a summons shall be issued, — and it may be 
nearer tlmn we suppose, — let it ineA witli no guilty re- 
sponse in our national conscience, with no indignant wel- 
come in the hearts of the Indian people. Let right be 
done ! 


With reference to the alleged treachery and perfidy of 
tlie Nawab Mahomed Ali Wallajali and liis son Omdut- 
ool-Ooini‘a, which are said to have compelled and justified 
the deposition of the family from power, that account, as 
I have already said, was closed by the Treaty of 1801, 
Wliatever may have been the justice of that transaction, 
so long as its provisions are kept in force, and its stipula- 
tions obseiwed on both sides, neither ])aity has any right to 
stir u}) its grounds once more. That question is not* re- 
opened by Prince Azeem Jah, but by tliose who impugn his 
claim. And before proceeding faither, we must here notice 
one strange mistake into which several Members of Parlia- 
ment fell in the debates on this subject. For example, on 
the 14th of Marcli, 1865, 8ir Robert Collier, then Solicitor- 
General, tried to limit the range of discussion by the fol- 
lowing extraordinary statement : — 

was only by the Treaty of 1801 that the present claimant 
must stand, for if the former Treaties wore in force ho would not 
be the right heir, and instead of sitting upon the throne ho would 
probably have found himself in a dungeon.”* 

• Hamard^ vol. clxxvii, p. 1700. Exactly the same thing had been 
previously said by Mr. Grenfell in the debate of 13th July, 1864. — 
Hansard, vol. clxxv, p, 1055. 

2 
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The present claimant is perfectly willing to stand by 
the Treaty of 1801 : he demands nothing more than the 
dignities and revenues guaranteed to his family by that, 
instrument. The former Treaties have been proved to be 
still in force, so far as they are not modified by the Treaty 
of 1801, with which they are inseparably bound up, in 
which they are categorically recited, renewed and con- 
firmed.^ The present claimant has no reason to shun the 
former Treaties. If the Treaty of 1801 had never been 
made, he would still be the lineal heir, and there would 
be no better claimant in existence to put him into the 
supposed dungeon.* When Ali Hoossain, ‘‘ the reputed 
son’^ of Omdut-oohOomra, who refused to make the new 
Treaty, died without Issue in 1802, the present claimants 
father, the Nawjib Azeem-ood-Uowlah, became the undis- 
puted representative, both in the male and female lines, 
of the first Nawab. 

Tho opponents of Prince Azeem Jah s rights try to pin 
him down to the Treaty of 1801, — to whicli he does not 
object, — while they wander away from it themselves. 
They fetter him with its restrictions, to which he sub- 
mits, — as did his father, brother and nephew, — while they 
refuse him its privileges. They will not permit the op- 
pressive proceedings of 1801 to rest in peace. Frivolous 
charges of secret conspiracy having been used fis a pretext 
for extorting the Treaty of 1801, they bring them forward 
agam to destroy the residue of advantages reserved to the 
Wallajah family by that extorted Treaty. The ejnploy- 
ment of those wretched calumnies in 1801 was bad enough ; 
the attempt to make them do double duty after the lapse 
of more than half a century is still worse. Having been 
freely pamded by Lords Harris and Dalhousie in 1855, to 
cast obloquy and contempt on the Wallajah family as de- 
tected conspirators, and to strengthen the probability and 
propriety of their having been left dependent on the 
“ grace and favour ' of the British Government, they make 
their appearance again when redress or inquiry is demanded 
in the House of Commons. Thus in the debate of the 
13th of June, 1864, on Mr. SraollettV motion for a Select 

* Anfe^ pp. 10, 11. 
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Coraraittee, Sir James Fergiisson, Member for Ayrshire, 
made the following assertion : — 

It was proved that in defiance of the Treaty of 1 702 the Nawab 
of the Carnatic had been in constant communication with Tippoo 
Sultan, giving him secret information.”* 

And on the same occasion the Eight Hon. Eobert Lowe 
repeated the same charges. 

Wlien we took Serin gapatam we discovered that a correspon- 
dence of a highly treasonable nature had been carried on in cypher, 
which proved that the Nawab was one of the allies of Tippoo Sul- 
tan. Unfortunately for the Nawab the key to the cypher was also 
found, so that the meaning of the correspondence became known.”t 

Premising what will in due course be shown with per- 
fect clcjxniess, that no secret or treasonabTe correspondence 
between the Nawabs nnd Tippoo Sultiin wtus ever dis- 
covered at all, it will be advisable, before touching on 
tlicse trumped up charges, to sliowwhat were the relations 
existing between tlie Nawabs of tlie Carnatic and the Ejist 
India (yompany, and what were the points in dispute be- 
tween them in the year 1801. 

Our previous dealings with the Nawabs of the Carnatic 
have been* wonderfully mlsrc])resented in tlie official de- 
spatches and, ;is a natural consecpience, in Parliamentary 
speeches. Lord Hariis, for insta,nce, whose position as 
(Tovmnior of Madras gave him perfect command of every 
source of information, displays the most incredible igno- 
rance, not only of the past histoiy of the Wallajah family, 
and of the ties connecting them with our Government, b\it 
even of notorious iiicts relating to them that existed, or 
were passing under his own nose. From the origin of the 
first Nawabs power in the Carnatic down to the actual 
nuinher of Prince Azeem Jab’s sons, J his Lordship s Minute 
positively bristles with blunders. 

As to the origin of the Nawabs’ Sovereignty, Lord Harris 
contmdicts himself in the most flagj'jint manner. He first 

* Hansard^ vol. clxxv, p. 1059. t Thid.^ p. 1609. 

t He says in para. 60 of his Minnto, {Carnatic Papers^ 1800, p. H), 
that “Prince Azeem Jah has no legitimate sons.” He has four, — (1.) 
Zuheer-ood-DowJa Mahomed Badee OoIIah Khan ; (2.) Intizam-ocl- 
Moolk Ahmed* oollah Khan : (3.) Oomdut-ood-Dowlah Noor-ooll^ 
Khan ; and (4.) Mowzaz-ood-^Dowla Mal)ce-ood-deen Yar Khan. 
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throws doubt on their ever having been Sovereigns at 
all, notwithstiinding the innumerable documents and des- 
patches in the records of his own Government, — some of 
which we have quoted,^ — in which each successive Nawab 
is declared to be '‘an independent Prince,” and “Sovereign 
of the Carnatic.” 

The hereditary right to the Carnatic, the royal title and pri- 
vileges, were assumed and certainly allowed by us; but I imagine 
on no authority which could be considered legal for a Mussulman 
subject of the Mogul. 

“ What power, what influence may have been possessed, has 
now passed away, and cannot be recalled. They we to acquired 
by the prestige of Mussulman conquest ; they have vanished with 
the decadence of itt power.^^f 

In a postscript to hia Minute, while persisting that all 
this is “ substantially correct,” he admits having ascer- 
tained from the records of Government that in 17G5 “ the 
appointment of Mahomed Ali to the Sovereignty of the 
Carnatic was confirmed by a firman from the Mogul Em- 

f )eror of Delhi.”+ If we add to this our own ackiiow- 
edgment and that of the Nizam in the Treaty of 17G8,§ 
and the guaranty of Mahomed Ali in Article XI of the 
Treaty of Paris in 1703 as “ the legitimate Nawab of the 
Carnatic, ”11 what better or more “ legal authority” can 
Lord Harris have expected to find ? 

But Lord Harris sixys, “ the power and influence” of the 
Nawabs “ were acquired by the prestige of Mussulman 
conquest ; they have vanished with the decixdence of its 
power.” Tills opinion is not exactly consistent with that 
given in the postscript, that “ the elevation of this family 
was entirely and solely owing to the assistance they re- 
ceived from the British power. 

Contradictory, however, ixs they are, it is difficult to 

* pp. 4 to G, and 23 to 31. 
t Carnatic Papers^ 18G0, p. 14. 
j Ujid.j p. 3G. 

§ Collection of Treaties^ vol. 5, p. 21. 

II “ Et afin de couserver la Paix future sur la C6te de Coromandel et 
d'Orixa^ les Anglois et les Francois recoimoitront Mahomet Ally Khan 
pour Li^gitime Nabob du Carnate.” Martens’ Recueilf tome i, p. 113. 

. % Carnatic Papers^ 1860, p. 37. 
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say wliich of these two statements is the more inaccurate. 
Most cerbiinly “ the power and influence” of tlie Wallajah 
family were not acquired by “the pres^^ige of Mussulman 
conquest.” When Anwar-ood-deen, the timt Nawah of 
the family, was raised to tlie Deputy Governorshi}) of the 
Ciirnatic in time of profound peace by his immediate 
Suzerain the Niziim, Mussulman conquest had ceased en- 
tirely. Mussulman ascendancy wius then in its de- 
cadence.” 

It would be much more true to say tha,t “the power 
and influence of tlie Nawabs were acquired” — certainly 
were established, — “ by the prestige” of British friendship 
and Biitish good faitli, and “ vanished with the deciulence” 
of the same. Here is an extract from a Minute by tlio 
IVesident of Fort St. George in (Vuincil, dated 4tli Feb- 
ruary, 1779 : — “ All attention and sujiport is certainly due 
to the Nabob as our old and faithful Ally, connected with 
us by every tie, and demanding from us every indul- 
gence ;” and the Minute concludes with these memorable 
words — “ who, iritli Ins famihf^ it is to lie wished, mitij 
re)n(iln in.stances of our national faitli.^*^^ His 
family remains ; but of which of our national character- 
isti(;s its treatment is to afford an instance, is, 1 trust, 
still undecided. 

The firm establishment of the Nawabs Sovereignty was 
certainly due in a great measure to British friendship and 
good faith; but Lord Harris is quite wrong when he says 
that “the elevation of this fiimily was entirely and solely 
owing to the assistance they received from the British 

power. ”t 

Mr. Lowe, in his speech of tlie 13th of June, 1864, 
misled probably by Lord IlaiTis, and surpassing him in 
error by ventuiing on circumstantiality, said : — 

The first of the Nawabs of the Carnatic ''(meaning, I suppose, 
the first of thlt family) “ owed his elevation to the power of Eng- 
land, and as a reward for the assistance ho had given her in the 
struggle between Lawrence and Dupleix."t 

* Carnatic Tapers^ 1861, p. 51. 

t AntCy p. 38. 

t llamard^ vol. clxxv, p. 1667. 
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Let US compare thpse veiy inaccurate statements wltli 
the historical facts. When Anwar-ood-deen Khan, the 
founder of the Wallajah family, having previously beeii 
Nawab of Chicacole, was elevated to tlie dignity of Na- 
wab of the Carnatic, the British authorities m India had 
no voice in the matter. Anwar-ood-deen Khan became 
Nawab in 1744, on the death of the infant Mohammed 
Saeed, the fourth of a family who had filled the miisnud 
of the Carnatic in heredity succession, and who during 
the convulsions of the Mogul Empire had withheld the 
payment of tribute, and assumed a position of semi-inde- 
pendence. The office of Nawab was originally held by 
commission from the Emperor at Delhi, but in the event 
of any delay in filling up a vacancy, tlie Nizam of the 
Deccan claimed the right of nomination. During the 
decay of the Empire, however, the Imperial Commission 
had come to be regarded merely as an honourable form of 
confirmation to be obtained at any convenient oppor- 
tunity ; and the right of appointment was tacitly, if not 
openly contested between the Nawab and the Nizam, — • 
the latter claiming it as his prerogative, the former striv- 
ing to render it hereditary in his family.* 

The British Governors of Madras had always paid rent 
for the town of Madras and its dependencies, and had 
sent periodical presents to all Anwar-ood-deen's prede- 
cessors, and although exercising full jurisdiction within 
the limits of the settlement, never failed to recognise 
the Country Government,” and to show great deference 
to the Nawab. On each succession the Government of 
Madras always sought from the Nawab a renewal of its 
privileges and immunities. 

The following extracts from the official records now at 
Madras will prove how utterly erroneous is Lord Harris’s 
assertion that “the elevation of the family was entirely 
and solely owing to the assistance they receifed from the 
British power. ”f 

* Beveridge's Comprehensive History of India, (Blackie, 1866) vol. i, 
p. 430. Ortne's History, 1780, vol. i, p. 54. 
t A nte, p. 38. 
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"Monday, 2nd April, 1744. The President accmaints the 
Board that agreeable to the advices from the country he commu- 
nicated to us on the 5th instant, he is since informed that the 
Nizam-ool-Moolk being returned to a place in the province called 
Gundecotta, about eight days* journey distant from Arcot, has 
fixed the appointments to the several Nabobships of Cundanore, 
Golconda, Corrapa, and Arcot, the last of which he had bestowed 
on Khoja Abdulla Khan. But he dying the night he received his 
commission, the Nizam had conferred it on Anwar-ood-deen Khan, 
another of his officers and late Nabob of Chicaco*lo, a person gene- 
rally well esteemed, and said to be very agreeable to the people.** 

"Monday, 23rd, April, 1744. Tlie President observes to the 
Board thaX Anwar-ood-deen Khan being now fixed in the Goverii- 
inent, wo must think of preparing a present for him and the other 
officers as usual.*** 

The following extracts from the same interesting Work 
we have just quoted, will show that in the earlier stages 
of our connection with this family, we owed mucli more 
to the Nawabs than they owed to us. In tlm very year 
of Anwar-ood-deen s accession, war had broken out^ be- 
tween Great Britain and Fmnce. The French attained 
to a temporary ascendancy on the Eastern Coast of India ; 
Madras was taken in September 1740; and the British 
Governor was reduced to great straits in Fort St. David 
at Cuddalore. Plere is an extract of a despatcli from 
Governor Hinde to the Court of Directors, dated the 10th 
of January, 1747 : 

" Tlie only alteration in our favour since wo wrote you last 
is, that we have prevailed with the Country Government to de- 
clare in our favour j and in consequence of it the Nabob scut his 
son Mahomed Ali Khan** (afterwards the Nawab Wallajah) "with 
about 2000 Horse to our assistance the beginning of last month. 
Notwithstanding which, the French thought proper the 8th ultimo 
to come against us with their whole force from Pondicherry; w’hon 
we made the best defence wo were able ; and, notwithstanding 
they got so far as the Garden House, we had the good fortune on 
the 9th to drive them out and compel them to a very precipitate 
retreat. 

" The Nabob was so well disposed towards us, but as yet we 
have not had a line or any assistance from Bengal since Madras 

• Madras in the Olden Time, compiled from the Official Records, by 

J. Talboys Wheeler, (now Assistant Secretary to the Government of 

India in the Foreign Department,) Madras, 1801, vol. iii, p. 398. 
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was taken, — now four months. The Nabob^s eldest son, Mafooz 
Khan, is now joined his brother, and the expense of the camp 
amounts to upwards of 0000 rupees per day; and they with reason 
grow extremely impatient, and we fear will quit our interest, if 
some ships do not appear soon to assist us.^^* 

Hitherto wo have been but at a small expense, our presents 
to the Country (jlovcrnment not exceeding above 3000 pagodas^^ 
(£10,500), a trifle not worth mentioning in proportion to the ex- 
pense they are at, and the disquiet it hath given our enemies, 
who are trying all'possible methods to make up affairs with them. 
Wo have in general terms promised in your Honours^ name that 
wo will not be ungrateful for any favour the Njibob inclines to 
show us.^^t 

The following extract is taken from a letter to the 
Court of Directors, dated the 2nd of May, 1747, by 
Charles Floyer, Depnty-Governor in the room of Mr. 
Hinde, who had lately died : — 

^'Tho presents that wo made them, whilst the Nabob^s two 
armies were encamped without our bounds, for near three months, 
at an expense of upwards 0000 rupees a day in our defence, did 
not amount to above 40,000 rupees, which in comparison to the 
services they were of in defeating the French in their attempt 
upon this place on the 9th December, wo are of opinion you will 
allow to bo very inconsiderable.^* J 

So far it does not s(jem as if ‘‘ the elevation of the 
family” were- -as Lord Harris would persuade iis, — ‘“en- 
tirely and solely owing to the assistance they received 
from the British power”. So far, they do not seem to 
have had much reason to be gi'atcful to us. 

The next noticeable incident in our friendly relations 
with “the Country Government”, is that the aged Nawab 
Auwar-ood-deen was killed at the battle of Amboor, on 
the 3i‘d of August, 1749, fought agamst the French and 
Chunda Sahib, connected by marriage with the family 
previously occupying the rnusnud, who had been set up 
by Dupleix, the Governor of Pondicheny, as a pretender 
to the Nawabship, with a view to the destruction of British 
influeiicc. So far, the Wallajah family does not seem to 
have owed us much gratitude. 

From that time down to 1763, when Mahomed Ali Khan 
was recognised by the Treaty of Paris as “ legitimate Na- 

• Mailrat in llin Olden Time, vol. iii, p. 398. 
t Ibid., p. 399. t P- 403. 
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wab of the Carnatic”, the obligations of tlie Nawab and 
the Company were, to say the least, reciprocal, mul tole- 
rably equal. If our Goveniment provided the handfid of 
gallant officers and stalwart British soldiem who alone 
could lead and dLscipline the Native troops, and withstand 
the French Infantry ; if we found the more serviceable 
Aiiillery, the best munitions and materials of war, the 
Nawab for his part secured all the necessary 8up])lies, 
found all the Cavalry, and — which was of still more im- 
portance, — nearly all tin; money. 

Besides this, it must be remembered that the sole cause 
of all Mahomed All’s difficulties, the sole reason of his re- 
(piiring our assistance almost as much as we recjuired his, 
was our quarrel with tlie French. The French had no 
(juarrel with his father or with him, except on our acco\mt. 
Tliere was nobody to dispute his hereditary claim, and no 
probability of any one doing so; until the Ih’ench, finding 
him firmly opposed to their repeated overtures, procured 
tlie release of ('Imnda Sahib from captivity at Sattaiu, 
and espoused his cause, with the sole object of annoying 
the British Government. Mahomed Ali could have hekl 
his own (piite well without our help, if he had not been 
entangled in our war with France. Without his assistance 
we must have been destroyed. 

The services rendered by the Nawab Wallajah are ac- 
knowledged in the following terms by the Court of Direc- 
tors in a letter to His Highness dated the 1st of June 
1 764 : — 

“Tho assurances Mr, Pigot, onr late Clovemor of Madras, lias 
given us of your continued attachment to the Company, and the 
strong proofs you have yourself produced of your generous atten- 
tion and good will, in taking on yourself the whole charges of tho 
sieges of Madras and Pondicherry, and in tho grants you have 
lately made to the Company of lands in the vicinity of Madras, 
are pleasing and acceptable to us in tho highest degree. Wo are 
at a loss how to express our acknowledgments otherwigo than by 
the strongest assurance of our firm intention to prove to you at 
once tho sincerity of our past and the warmth of our present friond- 
ship, by supporting you in the most effectual manner in your go- 
vernment, and by endeavouring as much as in us lies to jfwrpetuato 
the succession thereof in the direct line of your family J’* 

* Carnatic Papers^ 1861, p. 46. 
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Prince Azeem Jah is a direct lineal descendant in the 
male line of the Nawab Wallajah. This promise was re-- 
newed by an autograph letter from His Majesty George 
III to the Nawab Wallajah, dated the 19th March, 1771, 
in the follo'^ing terms : — 

“Wo received from the hands of our East India Company, in 
July last, your letter, accompanied with your different presents. 
Wo shall look upon the picture of yourself and your children with 
pleasure, as it will put us continually in mind of that affection 
which you have always shown towards us, and which we have no 
doubt will 1)0 hereditary in your offspring, as we are satisfied that 
our friendship (Did protection to you and your posterity will descend 
through our successors from generation to generation.” 

Sir Thomas Rumbold, Governor of Madras, writing in 
January 1780, remarks as follows on the advantages de- 
rived from the Nawab’s friendship : — 

“ It is uncpiestionably to this influence that wo are indebted for 
a great part of our prosperity, for our success against the French 
in India in the last war, and for the decisive stroke made against 
them so early in tho present war, to whieh, as affairs have since 
tuiTied out, we owe perhaps our present existence In the East.”* * * § 

Yet Lord Harris, Governor of Madras in 185.0, says that 
“the elevation of this family was entirely and solely owing 
to the assistance they received from the British power. ”*j* 

From 17GJ down to 1785, wdien Preliminary Articles 
of Agreement were drawn up, converted in 1787 into “a 
Treaty of perpetual friendship, alliance and security”, be- 
tween the Honourable East India Company and His High- 
ness the Nawab Wallajah, “his heirs and successors ’,J 
(one of the Treaties recited in the Preamble, “renewed and 
confirmed” in Article TI of the Treaty of 1801,) there was 
no alteration in their relative situations, though a great 
alteration had gmdually been effected in their relative 
strength. The only documentary connection consisted of 
grants of land and revenue from the Nawab as Sovereign 
of the Carnatic to the Company as Jaghiredar, “ in con- 
sideration of the many services rendered to his affairs”. §‘ 

• Carnatic PaperSy 1861, p. 52. 

t AntSy p. 38. • 

X Collation of Treafie^y vol. v, p. 227, 

§ Ihid.y p. 196. 
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It was only through “ the Country Goveniiiient” that a 
hold could be got on the resources of the Carnatic in men 
or money ; and even if the undeviatirig friendship of the 
Nawab had afforded any pretext, no scheme of territorial 
conquest was practicable. By degrees, howler, during 
tlie wars with Hyder Ali ana Tippoo Sultan, the powia- 
of the East India Company had increased enormously. 
Their arms and arts had prospered greatly in Bengal. 
Glide was a virtual tributary. The Company’s trade was 
rapidly becoming a secondaiy consideration. Their repre- 
sentatives at the three Presidencies, now openly supported 
by the Government of Great Britain and the King’s troops, 
no longer sued for mercautilc privileges ; they contracted 
military alliances, and though still professing the alleigiance 
of vassals to the Emperor, and preserving certain forms of 
deference and submission in addressing the Nizam of tlie 
Deccan, dealt as an independent Power and on eipial terms 
with all the Princes of India. 

About the year 1775 the Nawab maintained an army 
of about 40,000 men, a great part being troops of good 
cpiality. In a letter from the Madras Government dated 
the 4th of July, 1775, it is stated : — 

The Nawab^s second son, Amoer-ool-Oomra,* has soven dis- 
tinct corps, consisting of Cavalry, light-anned Sepoys, and Artil- 
lery; 12 Battalions of Sepoys, with near 1000 Artillery, — all which 
are far better disciplined than those of any of the Country Powers. 
Some of his black Cavalry, wo are informed, aro us well disci- 
plined as any of tho English troops ; his Artillery attached to 
them may vie almost with Europeans.^'f 

The number of the Nawab’s own troops was from time 
to time diminished in some projiortion to the increased 
demand of the Company for subsidies to pay their own 
more efficient forces. There seems to have been a con- 
siderable reduction in 1784 by a process of transfer to the 
service of the Madras Government. On the 27th of May, 
1784, the Calcutta Gazette informs us, through “private 
letters from Madras”, that . 

* Father of AjJseem-ood-D^irlah, with whom the Treaty of 1801 was 
made, grandfather of Prince%zeera Jah. 

t Caniatic Papers^ 1861, p. 54. 
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The Nabob’s troops are taken into the Company’s Service. 
The European officers come in the youngest of their rank.”* 

In the year 1787, when the Nawab Mahomed Ali Wal- 
lajah had been in close alliance with us for upwards of 
forty yeara^the greater part- of that time having been 
passed in constant war with the French, Hyder and Tip- 
poo, — he had granted the Company lands in Jaghire pro- 
ducing about £200,000 a year, and was paying annually 
about £650,000, — more than half the gross revenue of his 
remaining dominions, — in subsidy for British troops, and 
as instalments of his debt to the Honourable Company. 
He wjis the great pay-master, arid yet, somehow ‘or other, 
he was always on the wrong .side of the account. His 
difficulties were fearfully aggr«ivated by the unprincipled 
rapacity of the English officials of all ranks, even the very 
highest. Some insight into this disgraceful history may 
be gained from the debate of the 28th of February, 1785, 
on Mr. Fox’s motion for papers relative to the Nabob of 
Arcot’s private debts to Europeans, charged on the re- 
venues of the ( Wnatic’.f The worst feature in this dis- 
creditable affair is that neither the House of Commons nor 
His Majesty’s Government took imy ade(piate steps to stig- 
matise the delinquents, or to prevent them from gathering 
the fruits of their iniquitous and fraudulent extortion. The 
Ministry, secure of a majority against Mr. Fox’s motion, 
and determined to retain the purchased Parliamentary in- 
fluence of Paid Benfield and his accomplices, would not 
even attempt a reply to the great speech of Burke on this 
occasion. The motion for inquiry was resisted without 
the semblance of discussion. The Board of Control altered 
the despatches of the Court of Directors in order to secure 
the interests of the so-called ‘‘ private cfeditors” of the 
Nawab, which the Directors had refused to promote. J 

These humiliating incidents, always distasteful, never 

* Seleciiom from the Calcutta Gazettes, 1784 to 1788, compiled with 
the sanction of Government by W, S. Seton-Karr, Esq., Calcutta, 1864 
(London, Longman and Co.) 

t Ilfinsard's Parltamenlary Ilistanj, voLxxv, pp. 163 to 259. 

X MtlVa History of India (^edited by 9 h, Wilson) vol. v, pp. 25 
to 40. . 
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fully appreciated or believed, and now alraost forgotten in 
Great Britain, are thoroughly imderntood and held in vivid 
recollection at Madras and Hyderabad. There every one 
cajxible of having an opinion and taking an interest in 
political and historical questions, — the great noble and 
licli banker as well as the petty shopkeeper or the coininon 
Sepoy — has heard from his old relations or neighbours, 
how dearly the good Nawab Wallajah was made to pay 
for the blessings of British protection ; how all the Eng- 
lish gentlemen, — from the King on his tli rone down to the 
Ensign on guard in Fort St. George, — had to be proj)i- 
tiated with presents, while those in high loc^il authority 
demanded vast sums, either in ready money or in acknow- 
ledgments of fictitious debt, and how, when by his aid 
British power had been firmly e.stabli8hed, all was in vain 
to save his family from dethronement, pillage and defama- 
tion. 

There is much less exaggei’ation here than could be 
wished. But, however much or little exaggerated these 
imputations may be, they rest upon a sutlicient grouiul- 
work of notorious facts to secure them from being shaken 
l.)y the storm of mere indignant denials with which, on 
first hearing them, an Englishman ignoiant of Indian liis- 
toiy, — and there are many such at home and abroad,—^ 
would be inclined to meet them. Exaggerated or not, 
such is the current tradition of Southern India as to our 
treatment of the Wallajah family in the last century; and 
short-sighted indeed was the policy- —to say nothing ol its 
justice and generosity, — which revived, renewed and con- 
firmed the current tradition in 1855, and has ])layed over 
again before the people of Soutlna-n India the old scenes 
of dethronement, pillage, and defamation. 

The oppressive uneeitainty of the pecainiary demands 
on the Nawab was reduced to an endurable regularity by 
the engagements of 1 785 and 1787, consideralfiy iiiitigated 
by Lord Cornwallis s Treaty of 1792, and still more by the 
stringent measures for checking official jdunder enforced 
by that upright ruler. During his administration one 
Governor of Madras, Mb, Hollond, and his brother, a Mem- 
lx3f of Council and Acting Governor, were suspended from 
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office on charges of corruption of the blackest character, 
and sent to England, the latter in custody.* 

But it was precisely in consequence of the successful re- 
forms and more regular organisation introduced by Lord 
Cornwallis, that the Honourable Company was at last cured 
of its reluctance to dispense with the existing Native de- 
partments, and commenced to introduce, wherever British 
authority extended, direct management by British officers. 
Territorial possession was now preferred to the receipt of 
subsidies. Moreover, with increased power, and closer in- 
sight into the condition of the people, a sense of responsi- 
bility for the manifold evils under which they laboured, 
forced itself upon the most able and honest men in the 
Company’s service. 

Nowhere were these evils more conspicuous than in the 
Carnatic. The country was said, and with truth, to be so 
oppressively and wastefully administered by the Nawab’s 
officers, that the security of tlie payments due to the 
Honourable Company was seriously endangered. And thus 
it had become the leading object with tlie British Govern- 
ment for several years before the Nawab Walla i ah’s death, 
— but more especially since Lord Cornwallis had broken 
the power of Tippoo in the campaign of 1792, — to obtain 
^le entii’e civil and miliffiry administration of the Carnatic, 
and to reduce the Sovereign, endowed with a large share 
of the revenue as his Civil List, to that passive position 
which was at last produced under the Treaty of 1801. 
This position was rejected with equal decision by the 
Nawabs Wallajah and his son Omdut-ool-Oomra, to the 
great dissatisfaction of the Company, who attributed their 
obstinate objections to the ‘‘perverse counsels” of “inte- 
rested intriguers.” The payment of the subsidy was 
punctual^ aftording no pretext for any summary inter- 
ference. 

* Cornwallis Correspondence^ vol. ii, pp. 64, 81, 112, 327, 482. “ 10th 
February, 1791. Letters from Madras mention that Mr. Edward Hol- 
land, formerly of Council there, and a few days feting Governor, was 
appiiehended, in consequence of an order from Government, by an Offi- 
cer and party of Sepoys, and sent on board the Bodney Indiaman, to 
bo conveyed as a prisoner to England.” Selections from the Calcutta 
Gazettes^ by W. S. Seton-Karr, Esq , (Longman and Co.) vol. ii, p. 285. 
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On the death of Mahomed All Wallajah in 1795, Lord 
Hobart,* then Governor of Madras, finding the new Nawab 
Omdut-ool-Oomra quite inaccessible to persuasion on this 
point, proposed to ttike the administration of his dominions 
out of his hands by force. Neither the Governor-Geneml 
Lord Cornwallis, nor the Court of Directors would agree 
to so strong a measure ; and the difference of opinion on 
this point led to Lord Hobart’s recall. 

In 1797 Lord Mornington, afterwards the Marquis 
Wellesley, was appointed Governor-General, and at tlie 
period of his departure the Court of Directors sent a des- 
patch to the Madras Government, from which the following 
extnict is taken : — 

** Lord Mornington will render a most essential service to the 
Company, should he bo able to accomplish that object, or an ar- 
rangement similar thereto; but feeling, as wo do, the necessity of 
maintaining our credit with the Country Powers by an exact ob- 
servance of Treaties, — a principle so honourably established umlcr 
Lord Cornwallis^s administration, — wo cannot authorise his Lord- 
ship to exert other powers than those of persuasion, to induce the 
Nabob to form a new arrangemout.^f 

In April 1798, Lord Mornington, having arrived at 
Madras from England, and halting with that express pur- 
pose on his way to Calcutbi, opened a negotiation with the* 
Nawab with a view to a new Treaty, but “found His 
Highness,” in the words of his despatch to the Court of 
Directors, “completely indisposed to that arrangement.” 
In April 1799, the Governor-General addressed frotn Cal- 
cutta a long argumentative letter of sixty-two paragra])h8 
to Omdut-ool-Ooinra on the same subject ; but the Nawab 
opposed a determined resolution to the modification of the 
Ireaty of 1792.J 

So completely puzzled were all Indian politicians to de- 
vise any plan by which the administration could be taken 
out of the Nawab’s hands without an open rupture and a 
m^iiifest violation of the Treaty, that in 1 800 we find even 

♦ Afterwards Earl of Buckinghamshire. 

t Carnatic Papers, 1861, p. 78. 

t Ibid., pp. 79 to 87 ; Wellesley's Despatches, vol. i, p. 541, and vol. 
ii. p. 1. 
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Lord Cornwallis, then Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland, who 
was consulted on the subject, writing as follows ; — 

Dimdaa sent me Lord Wcllesloy^s letter, and his answer, 
and tlio pnjx'vs r(‘spprting the Nawab of Arcot. I told him that 
1 wished the latter to bo so maiiaf^ed as either to frighten him so 
much as to induce him to ^ivo up the management of the country, 
or to furnish a pretext for taking it from him.”* 

When a statesman of liigli honour like Lord Corn ^yall^s, 
scrupuloim evett to punctiliousness as to the faith of Trea- 
ties, was dvivaai to write in this reinarkahle style, we may 
he sure that tlie condition of Carnatic affairs was becoming 
very critical. We may assnnu*, also, that not every Anglo- 
Indian politician was liktdy to be either as scrupulous or 
as patient as Lord Cornwallis bad ])ecn. 

The distinguislung peculiarity, augmented at last into 
an unc'nduralde embarrassment, in our relations with the 
Nawahs of the (Airnatic, aros(^ out of* their correspondence 
with the Royal Family of (jlrcat Britain, -an expedient 
ad()[)ted in the times of our earliest and most urgent need, 
l)ut wlilcli hy degrees became cpiite incongruo\is to the 
situation, ([uitc inap])ropriat(5 to the position of the Nawab 
with reference to the Governor of Madras and the Governor- 
General. 

Until tlie respective provinces of the Company and the 
Crown in the Government of India had been clearly detiiied 
by the seviM'al regulating Acts, and in particular by the 
Act of 1784, constituting the Board of Control, the 
strangest confusion and complication of authority fre- 
cpiently occiuied. Appeals against the requisitions of the 
local Government were made by the Nawab to the King, 
and Ambassadors were sent by his Majesty to his High- 
ness, without tlie knowledge and in direct defiance of the 
Honourable Company and its officers in India. Imperbd 
legislation destroyed the legal pretext for this scandalous 
conflict being openly ciirricd on, but private correspondence 
not being prohibited it still raged behind the scenes. Jhe 
exaggerated pretensions were unabated ; the antagonism 
still contuiucd in full force. The following extract from a 
letter dated the 26th of February, 1796, written by the 

* Cnnurnllis Correxpomlcvre^ vol. iii, p. 289. 
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Nawab Orndut-ool-Oomra, a few inoutbs after liis accession, 
to Lord Cornwallis in England, will show to what a lieight 
this antagonism had risen : — 

** The uneasiness, vexation, and troubles which I have suffered 
from the unprovoked and unjust enmity of Lord Hobart, have 
been such that notliing less tlian tho Divine favour could have 
supported me under them. 

In the payment of tho hists*^ (instalments of the subsidy), ” and 
in all other matters, 1 have made your Lordship^s Treaty my guide, 
and shall continue to do so, but the disinclination of Ijord Hobart 
towards me is to the present moment unabated. I trust, hoAvever, 
in your [jgrdshipks kindness for my security against every evil, 
and for the daily increase of my happiness and prosperity. The 
pn'sent situation of affairs gives mo much reason for uneasiness 
and alarm j but, by the blessing of (lod, J trust in tho constant 
protection of tlio King of Great Britain, in the geiicrous and hu- 
mane disposition of tho Prince of Wales, and in your Lordship^s 
frieudshi}), for my security and safety. 1 therefore l)Cg leave to 
request your Lordsliip’s intercession with His most gracious Ma- 
jesty and with his Ministcu's, Mr. Pitt and Mr. Dundas, that orders 
may be issued that the Conlpany^s re}>resentativcs shall iiot on 
any account whatever interfere in my hereditary Government and 
d uminions.^^* 

Ih'Hiclo.s the compliinentai’y and congratulatory letters 
on certain esLiblislied occjisions which passed Indween the 
Nawab and our Royal Family, we obtain here and there 
stray liints of other less regular communications, some- 
times accompanied by presents. In we l>ear of the 
Nawab sending two Arabian horses and a young ele- 
phant for the King,” “ eiglit bales and two horses” for the 
Prince of Wales.! 

Three years later, in 179G, the impropriety and incon- 
venience of pennitting these propitiatory offerings seems 
to have struck the Ministry, wlien tlie practice was ex- 
tended to themselves, for we ffnd Mr, Dundas addressing 
Lord Cornwallis on tlie subject in the following terms 

As to tho Nabob^s horses, I am really as much embarrassed 
as your Lordship, what it is right to do. The sending the pre- 
sents is perfectly absurd, and none of us can wash to rapeive them; 
but the delicacy I feel about it is how far we can oeclino them, 

* Cornwallis Correspond mroy vol. ii, pp. 322, 323. 
t Ihid.^ Tol. ii, p, />53, 

i: -1 
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vnthont indirecihj throwhuj a hlame in a quarter where, as you sup- 
pose, I ihinh it is likely they may he accepted/^* 

A note to this page of the Cornwallis Correspondence 
explains that the ‘^quarter” alluded to was the Prince of 
Wales. 

During Lord Wellesley’s abortive negotiation tliree 
years after the date of the letter last quoted, he found the 
same obstacles thrown in his way, and was compelled to 
remonstrate in })lain terms against the influence of the 
British heir apparent : — 

** 111 all his convej^afcions and correspondence he studiously dis- 
tinguished His Majesty^s Government from that of the Court of 
Directors, uniformly treating the latter with disn^spect, and even 
with ridicule and contempt. In my la*st conversation with his 
Highness, ho plainly declared to me that ho considered His Ma- 
jesty to be his father, friend, ally, and protector, hut that the 
Court of Directors desired ' to obtain his country anyhow.^ Tlio 
principles of this distinction are encouraged in his Highness’s 
mind by the letters and embassies which have occasionally reached 
liim from His Majesty through channels not only unconnected but 
avowedly at variance with the Hritish Government in India. All 
such letters and embassies have the most pernicious tendency to 
withdraw the confidence and respect of the Natives from the Go- 
vernments in India, and to fix their attention on His Majesty’s 
naval or military otticers, or such person (of whatever character) 
as may accidentally be the bearers of his letters. The frecpient 
letters which his Highness the Nabob receives from his iioyal 
Highness the Prince of Wales greatly aggravate the same evil ; 
and it is with the utmost concern that 1 feel myself bound by my 
public duty to request that you will take an opportunity of repre- 
senting to his Koyul Highness that his correspondence with the 
Nabob of the Carnatic has produced an eftect contrary to his 
Royal Highness’s wishes, and has been highly injurious to the 
public service in lndia.”t 

When matters had arrived at such a pass as this, Lord 
Wellesley was not the man to allow himself to be baffled, 
even after two failures. Yet the problem was not easj^ of 
solution. The Nawab fulfilled precisely all the conditions 
of the Treaty. So long as no encroachment was made on 
his dignitjiand dominion, he complied with every demand. 
Even when sulky he was submissive. If for a season he 

♦ Cornwallis Correspondence, vol. ii, p. 308 

t Wellesley's Despatches, vol. ii, p. 241. 
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wiis on bad terms with a Governor, as in Lord Ilobari’s 
time, he was on the ])est terms, and in close communica- 
tion, with oiir Royal Family. There could not be a more 
difficult personage to deal with. 

But while Lord Wellesley was waiting anxiously for 
the death of the Nawab, Omdut-ool-Oomra, whose health 
was very precarious, and was maturing a very Oriental 
scheme for getting up a disputed succession, by originat- 
ing a doubt, wliich none of the Wallaiali family enter- 
tained, as to the legitimacy of tlie next ludr,* a discovery 
was made, wbicli was at once and with undisguised eagei^- 
ness seized upon as affording the very pretext wanted for 
imperiously demanding that the proposals of the Bi’itish 
Government should, Avlthout re])ly or discussion, be 
accepted. 

When the Gnvcrnor-dcnenil, and all his superiors, and all his 
subordinates, in the Government of India, were languishing and 
pa!iting for the posscKsion of the Carnatic, but afraid, without 
some more plausible reason than they yet possessed, to comnumeo 
the seizure, here it was provided lor tlnuii in extraordinary pertee- 
tion. But the very circumstance which recommended it to the 
eager affections of the East India functionanes, will recommend it 
to the rigid scrutiny of those whoso minds are more happily situ- 
ated for appreciating the facts.^f 

And what was this wonderful discovery, brought about, 
as Lord Wellesley said, by “ a combination of fortunate 
circumstances” Sir James Fergusson, giving a loose 
version of the contemporary invective, says, “ it was pnjved 
that the Nawab of the Carnatic had been in^ constant 
communication with Tippoo Sultan, giving him secret 
information.” Mr. Lowe, in the same style, says that ‘ a 
correspondence of a highly treasonable nature had been 
carried on in cypher, which proved that the Nawab was 
one of the allies of Tippoo Sult^m. ’§ The triitli is tliat no^ 
correspondence or communication between the Nawabs of 
the Carnatic and Tippoo Sultan, except the ordinary com- 
plimentary letters known to our Government, was ever 
discoverea 

• Welledey'8 Despatches, vol. ii, p. 249 ; Carnatic Papers, 1861, p. 88. 

t Mill’s History of India, 1848, vol. vi, p. 311 

t Welleslei/s Despatches, voL ii, p. 2o7. § Ante, p. o/. 



51 


TIIR GRKAT PARLIAMENTARY BORE. 


With the exception of three very hanniess and inyigni- 
ficant notes, devoid of any^ing that could be twisted into 
a treasonable meaning, one (No. xxi in tlie Collection*) 
from a person in the Nawabs household to one of the 
Mysore olhcials, and two (No. xvii and No. xx) directed 
to one of Tippoo s courtiers, signed “ Gholam Hoossain,” 
but imputed to the Nawab Omdut-ool-Omra, — all the let- 
ters from tlie Serlngapatam arcliives used as evidence 
against the Nawabs, were addressed to Tippoo Sultan hy 
lus oirii sercdufs employed as Wakeels (Envoys or agents,) 
at Madras, and describing theij‘ interviews with the Na- 
wabs and with certain English ofHcers. 

These letters from the Wakeels to tlu'ir master were 
treated as if they were exactly (Mpiivalent to letters 
written by the Nawab WallajaJi and his son Omdut-ool- 
Oomra, or theii* Minister's, to Tippoo Sultan, in defiance of 
treaty obligations, proving the insincerity of the two Na- 
wabs’ atoehment to the Com})any, and constituting them 
“ public enemies.” 

Every word reported by the Wakec'ls to Ti})poo Sultan 
is set down by Lord Wellesh'y as autlumtic, and as avail- 
able testimony against the Nawabs ; although the Wa- 
keels themselv(\s, in their examination before the Commis- 
sioners, admit that in order to gratify their nuister, the 
Sultan, they “heightened the expressions” of regard for 
him that fell from the Nawab Wallajah, as well as those 
that were uttered by Lord Cornwallis. t And yet if every 
stiitement made by Uholam All and Ali Reza, Tippoo 
Sultan’s Wakeels, lK>th in their written reports from Ma- 
dras found among the records at Seringapatam, and in 
their depositions before the Commission of Inquiry, were 
to be accepted as truth, it would amount to nothing. The 
proofs of dark designs on the part of the Nawabs are 
really so frivolous, even if considered as true, that but for 
Lord Wellesley’s strong bias towards any pretext for 
assuming the administration of the (.\irnatlc, we should be 
sui prised at his not having thrown the whole mass aside, 
in despair of making a Ciise out of it. 

^ This collection of documents will be found in the Carnatic Papers 
of 1803, and also in the Asiatic Annual Repisier^ 1802, pp. 133 to 146. 

t Asiatk Annual Register^ 1802, p. 180. 
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It just amounts to this, and to no moro, that Tippoo's 
Wakeels in tlieir written reports to their own master, 
represent the Nawab Wallajah as dissatisfied with his 
subordination to the Company, and declare tliat lie con- 
stantly complimented Tippoo as a pillar of the Mussulman 
faith, that he frerpiently said that all Maboniedans should 
be united, and that he assured thtan of Ids having been 
j)ersonally opposed to the war with Tip})oo, wlilcli Loi'd 
(yornvvallis had just brought to a vlctorinus concluslom 
Any “ treasonable” or hostih' cliaractcu* that ndglit at- 
tach to these expressions (d‘ «>])inion, if we consider them 
to l)e correctly reported, is removi'd by tlie fact that tlu' 
AVakeels represent these klentind complaints as liaving. 
been uttered by the Nawab on more than one occasion in 
the presence of Lord Cornwallis, (Jeman] M(iadows, and 
other Ih'itish ofHcors, one of whom, Major i)ovi;ton, is 
made to corroborate th(^ Nasvalfs statement without a 
single word or hint of disaj)proval. Here is an extract 
from one of the Wakt'cls’ re})orts. The Princes therein 
mentioned are the two sons of Ti])poo, who were then 
residing as hostages at Madras. 

'' Oil the Pith of June, 1792, Wallajah, Orndut-ool-Oornva, and 
Hoo.ssaiii Nawaz Khan, younger sou of Wallajah, Lord (^’orn- 
wallis and General Meadows, cuine to visit the Priiu'es. licy 
sat two hours’ (about throe quarters of an hour Lnglish,) ^ and 
talked a groat deal with thorn. His 11 ighnoss took oeoasion to 
obsorve that we considered him to have beam an enemy, \yher('!iH 
he declared in the presence of (iod, that he was not and is not ; 
tliat^n the contrary, he was a friend and woll-wishcr ; and that 
ho had opposed the broach hotweon your Majesty and the throe 
allied States to such a dofjfre’o that every one decided in his own 
mind that inwardly your Majesty ami his Highness wore one ; and 
he desired us to axh Lord (JoriiirolJts^ and, General Meadoa'Sy ivho 
were present, vdietker he said true or 

In another letter they descrilie a visit paid by ^f lie 
Princes to the Nawab WMlajuh on the 29t]i of July, 1 /92, 
on wliich occasion the Nawab is said to have ndterated 
his assurances of admiration aud fiiendsbip for lij)po«j 
SulHin, and of the opposition be bad given to tlie recent 
war ; declaring that lie bad both s[)oken and written to 

♦ Aidlaiiv AnuunI lunjmter for ISO’J, p. lot. 
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Lord Cornwallis on the subject of making peace,” com- 
plaining that “ his Lordship had uncontrolled authority, 
and listened to the advice of others,” and adding the pious 
adjuration, “ God preserve you and me from the wicked 
designs of others.” This speech, according to the Wakeels, 
was made in the presence of two British officers, appa- 
rently with their concurrence and approval. 

Major Doveton and another officer, being of the party, his 
Highness appealed to them, observing that they had been present 
at the time, and could speak to the truth or falsity of what he said. 
Major Doveton replied that it was very true, and that several 
English gentlemen were consequently much displeased with his 
Highness ; that one day when his Highness had assembled all 
the gentlemen, under pretence of giving them an entertainment, 
but really for the above purpose, and had accordingly suggested 
pacific measures, the expediency of which he urged in a thousand 
ways, they were so displeased that they went away without par- 
taking of the entertainment, — nay, that to their animosity might 
be attributed the assumption of his Highness’s country ; that 
when the orders were re(;eivcd from the King of England to re- 
store the country, they framed the pretence among themselves 
that his Highness was too much attached to Tippoo Sultan.”* 

Even in the prejudiced deBcriptiou of these documents 
by the Persian translator to Government, the following 
remarks are made on this particular despatch : — “ In one 
of the reports of the Wakeels, which conbiins the sub- 
stance of a conference between themselves, the Princes and 
the Nawab, at which Colonel Doveton was present, a speech 
is ascribed to that gentlemen which is evidently fabricated, 
a circumstance which tends to weaken the validity rf all 
their re})orts.”t Clearly, if the Wakeels could fabricate a 
speech for Colonel Doveton, they could fabricate one for 
the Nawab Wallajah. But the most singular proof of the 
irresistible bias und^r which Lord Wellesley and his sub- 
ordinates were acting, is that if every speech attributed 
by Tippeo’s officei's to the Nawabs be taken as a verbatim 
report, there is nothing disloyal or hostile to the British 
Government to be found in them. It is only by wresting 
every high-flown compliment to Tippoo Sultan, and every 


* Asiatic Annual Register^ 1802, pp. 135, 136. 
t Wellesley 8 Vespatchesy vol. ii, p. 749. 



THE GREAT PARLIAMENTARY BORE. 57 

expression of attachment to the Mussulman faith, into a 
proposal for alHance in a holy war against all Christians, 
that the Persian interpreter is enabled to make anything 
of them at all. 

There only remain to be noticed the three notes which 
are not from the two Wakeels, and the so-called “cypher,” 
to which Mr. Lowe alluded in his speech. One of these 
notes (No. XXI) is from Khadei\ Nawaz Khan, a conli- 
dential servant of high rai^ in the honseh'old of the Na- 
wab Omdut-ool-Oornra, to Gholam Ali Khan, who had 
been one of Tippoo’s Wakeels at Madi*as. It is endorsed 
as received at Seringapatam on the 8tli of January, 1797. 
After the usual exordium of compliments and iiKpiiries 
after health, the only noticeable passage in this letter 
runs as follows : — 

What you write of the satisfaction of the Nawnb Tippoo 
Sultan Bahadoor, (may his shadow bo extended !) upon the inti- 
mation of my attachment, has called forth my highest thanks and 
endless praises ; and I beg yon will represent my respectful ac- 
knowledgments for his kindness and favours towards me. 1 have 
been from first to last endeavouring that, through the favour of 
(lod, the degree of union between those two chosen of the Lord'^ 
(meaning the Nawab Omdut-ool-Oomra and Tippoo Sultan, “ which 
is calculated to promote the happiness of God's people, may daily 
be strengthened and cemented, and mutual friendship and attach- 
ment be confirmed and established ; and thanks bo to the Almighty 
that the system of harmony and union has BC(|uired the requisite 
degree of stability and firmness."* 

It is to be observed that there is nothing whatever in 
this very unobjectionable note, despatclied when we had 
been at peace with Tippoo for five years, to show that it 
bore what we should call an official character, or wiis 
written by the Nawab s order. It is evidently a private 
letter ; and Gholam Ali Khan, to whem it was addressed, 
in his examination before the Commissioners, said that he 
believed Khader Nawaz Khan, “ being a man not very 
opulent,” had sent it in the hope of “ outaining a present 
from Tippoo Sultan.”t 

The first of the two letters imputed to the Nawab 
Omdut-ool-Oomra himself (No. XVII), is described as 

* Asiatic Annual Register, 1802, p. 140. t IbUl, p 187. 
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written with a pencil on lialf a sheet of English paper, 
si^ed, Gholam Hoossain,” and addressed to Gholam 
Ali Khan. The most convincing mode of displaying its 
innocent character is to transcribe the whole of it. It is 
dated the 12th of August, 1794, when we were at peace 
with Tippoo, and shortly after the hostage Princes had 
returned from Madras to Mysore. 

(lood faith ia the prac.tice of Syuda.* I complain of frequent 
neglects. Lot nic be sometimes jfellcd to remornbnince ; at all 
events the intelligence of the marriage of the Princes has rejoiced 
me. The presents usual on such occasions from niy father will 
be sent. Repeat the following couplet on my part to tlic Nawab 
Tippoo Sultan. 

'' In the preservation of thv person is the perpetual permanence 
of the faith. 

** Let him not I’omain who wisheth not thy preservation.^^ 
'^Make my complaints to his Highness of his not writing to me ; 
if permission bo required you will obtain it. To the Princes, re- 
spect; to Roza Ali Khan, compliment, (rholam Hoossain. 

The Hecond is said to be “ written in tlie same liand 
as tlie Nawab’s letters invariably are,” signed “ Gliolam 
Hoossain,” and addressed to Gliohun Ali. Tlie date of its 
roceijit at SeringapaLun is the 8th of January, 1 797, when 
we wtu’e at peace with Tippoo. It runs as follows : — ■ 
After a lapse of time, and the moment my heart was desirous 
of learning accounts of your health, I had the pleasure to receive 
your friendly letter ; and 1 was gratitied by the news of your wel- 
fare. I have fully comprehended the several points contained in 
that letter. You will become acquainted with the circumstance's 
alluded to from the communications of Mahommed Lhyauss and 
Mahommed Cl hose Khan. Deeming me desirous of receiving the 
pleasing accounts of your health, you will gratify me by commu- 
nicating thcm.^J 

The two persons mentioned in this note were Envoys 
from Tippoo Sultaif who liad lately left Madnis, whither 
they had been deputed, witli the knowledge of our Go- 
vernment, on a special embassy of condolence to the Na- 
wab Omdut-ool-Oomra after his father’s death, and of con- 
gratulation on his accession to the throne.. 

♦ Gholam Ali Khan, whom he was addressing, was a Syud or de- 
eoendaiit of the Prophet. 

t Asiatic Annual Ucijistrr^ 1802, p. Ho. 
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These two notes contain nothing whatever that am 
render their authorship a matter of the slightest conse- 
quence. No provision in the Treaty forbade the NaAvab 
— if these notes were indeed from his hand, — to keep up 
a private correspondence with any one at Seringapatiiin, 
or even with Tij)poo Sultan himself. The 10th Article of 
the Treaty of 1792, whicli the Nawabs are accused of 
luiving violated, contains this provision : — 

'flic Nawab agrees that h6 will not enter iilto any negotia- 
tions or political correspondence with any Knro])eaii or Native 
Power^ without the consent of the said Co!n{)auy.”* 

No effort of ingenuity, or even of imagination, can dc- 
tect any “ negotiations” or “ political correspondence,” in 
these two notes. 

There now only remains to be considered what is ca.llc‘d 

the ei/pher.'* Mr. Lowe, in his speech of the 19th of 
June, 18()4, said that “a correspondence of a higldy 
treasonable nature had been airried on in cypher. Any 
one who will hike the troulde to refer to the collection of 
papers used as evidence against the Nawabs, -in which I 
have shown that there is nothing “ treasonable,”- - will 
find that there is no correspondence at all in cypher among 
them.J There is, however, a paper (No. VI) called “Key 
to a cypher,” said to have been “ found among the records 
at Seringapatam.” Trusting to the exaggerated contem- 
porary statements regarding this paper,- -the whole affair, 
we may suppose, not seeming sufliciently important or in- 
teresting to repay the trouble of verification,- -Mr. Lowe 
continues: — “Unfortunately for the Nawab the key to 
the cypher was also found, so that the meanirjg of the 
correspondence became known. ”§ As no part of the cor- 
respondence between Tippoo and liis Envoys, from which 
the Nawabs’ guilt is assumed, was in cyi)her, no key waB 
required to make its meaning known. The so-calhid 
“ Key to a cypher” is merely a list of eighteen proper 

* Collection of Treaties^ Calcutta, 18G1, vol. v, p. 249. 

t Ante, p, aL 

t The Wakoelfl tliemaelvos corresponded in cypher once or twice 
with Tippoo, — in a real cypher composed of numbers, — but no such 
letter is in the collection ; see Aaialic Annunl Ueyiater for 18U2, p. ISO. 

§ Ante, p. 87. 
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names and words, for which certiiin symbolical terms are 
to be used in correspondence. Only four of these terms 
are actually used in the Envoys' letters, and their mean- 
ing is rendered so obvious by the context that no key 
was required to explain them. The Nawab Wallajah in 
several passages of the Envoys’ reports is designated, in 
accordance with the directions of the Key, “ the well- 
wisher of mankind” Tippoo is called by them, “ the De- 
fender of the: Faith” Ali Reza, one of the Envoys, is 
similarly entitled the distinguished in Jriendship” The 
hostiige Princes are once spoken of by the term laid down 
in the Key, — “ hearts” Not one of the other symbolical 
terms is employed in any i)art of the Envoys’ corre- 
spondence. 

Let me now exhibit the whole of this portentous and 

highly treasonable” document. 

“ Oh God, glorious and exalted! Oh Prophet of God! May t ho 
blessing of the liord bo upon him ! Religion. 

The Nawab Wallajah, The Nawab Tippoo Benevolent, 

The Friend of Mankind. Sultan, The JIaml. 

Ali Reza, The Defender of Hie The Heart, 

The Disiiiujnished in Faith. A Seal, 

friendship. Nizaimood-Dowla, The English. 

The Power of God, Fiothing. The Few-coniers, 

A Saddle. The Vietoiious, The Mahrattas, 

Sons, A Scimitar. The Despicable. 

Hearts. A State or Dominion, A Present, 

A Ding. A Flower. 

The Faith, Omdut-ool-Oomra, 

HeXigion. The Bestorer of the 

Gholam Ali Khan, Faith."* 

Nawab Sahib. 

The Spring, 

A Jiower-garden. 

A Letter, 

A n Interview, 

It will be seen at once that three of these words convey 
a meaning which may be considered hostile to the British 
Government. The English are called “ the New-comers'” 
the Nizam, Nothing the Mahrattas, “ the Despic- 

* Asiatic Annval Register^ 1802, p. 137. I have endeavoured to 
arrange the words in a more intelligible maimer than I found them, but 
have altered nothing. 
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— these three confederate Powers having subdued 
Tippoo in the campaign of 1792 under Lord C\)rnwallis, 
and deprived him of half his dominions. These terms, 
however, make their appearance in no other document in 
the collection. Then how are the suspicions arising from 
this paper, found in Tippoo’s archives, fastened upon tlie 
Nawabs of the Carnatic? Because the })aper is said to be 
endorsed by one of Tippoo s clerks with the words, “ the 
writing of Omdut-ool-Oomra.” The writing is admitted 
not to be that of Omdut-ool-Oomra; but this tnlling fact 
is not allowed to impede the predetermined result. If it 
is not the Nawab’s writing, it is declared to be that of 
Ins confidential Secretary. One of Tippoos Envoys, Ali 
lieza, in his examination before the Commissioners, sbites 
that this paper was delivered to liis colleague at Matlras 
by Khader Nawaz Khan, — the person already mentioned 
ns being ‘‘not very opulent” and desirous of a present 
from Tippoo Sultan,* and that he said it wiis to be used 
“ for communication between Tijjpoo Sultan and the 
Nawabs. It was never so used, but that wi^ of little 
consequence. No further trace was found of this terrible 
engine of secret correspondence. No search- -no discovery 
at least-r~was made in the records of the Nawab at Madi*tis. 
No question was put to Khader Nawaz Khan. No Secre- 
tiiry, clerk, or record-keeper in the Nawab’s household 
was examined. Too close an inquiry might have dis- 
pelled the superficial eftbet of this absurd scrawl, which 
may very well have owed its origin to some petty intrigue 
between Khader Nawaz Khan — “not very opulent”— and 
Tippoo’s Envoy, in which the latter may have been the 
dupe. Or the two may have been acting in concert, the 
one to strengthen his influence with 1 ippoo, the other to 
obtain that present which, we are told, he desired to 
obtain. 

Yet, although this paper was susceptible of such easy 
explanation, without the Nawabs, to whom it was never 
traced, being implicated, it is paraded in the following 


♦ Anie^ p. 67. 
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fashion in the public Declaration issued by the Govern- 
ment of Madnis in 1801 : — 

A cypher was composed and actualhj mtroduced info the 
separate and secret correspondence between the Nawahs Mahomed 
All a7id 'rippoo Saltan; the original Key of the said cypher, dis- 
covered among the records of Seringapatam, is in the handwriting 
of the confidential Moonsheo (or Secretary) of the Nawab Maho- 
med Ali and of tlie Nawab Omdut-ool-Oomra; and the said cypher 
was delivered by a confidential agent of the Nawab OmdiU-ool- 
Oomra to the Ambassador of Tippoo Sultan, for the express pur- 
pose of being transmitted to Tippoo Sultan. 

A more flagrant exaggeration, a more gross perversion 
of the truth, could hardly have been concocted. Indeed, 
enough has been already said to prove that, without the 
most audacious exaggeration, nothing could have been 
made of what was called “the documentary evidence.” 
Lord Wellesley himself was not satisfied with it. In a 
despatch to Mr. Dundas, dated tlie 5th of March, 1800, 
mentioning the recent discovery of [)apers at Seringapatam, 
he says of the Nawab Omdut-ooI-Oomra, 

The proof arising from written documents of his overt acts of 
hostility since his accession, is not so full and distinct as that 
which relates to his former agency. But this defect may be sup- 
])lied by oral testimony, as all the necessary witnesses , are alive 
and in our hands. 

This defect was, liowever, not supplied. This letter 
liaving been written in Marcli, the Commissioners com- 
menced their sittings, lield at Vellore and Seringa pattim, 
in May, 1800. In May, 1801, Lord Wellesley communi- 
cates to Lord (/live the opinions lie has fonned on “the 
ond examinations taken by tlie Commissioners.” “The 
tendency of those examinations,” he continues, “ is of a 
nature, in some imporLint parts of the evidence, rather to 
weaken than to confirm the impression made on my mind 
by the written documents. 

Although he adds, “ In other branches of the evidence 
the oral testimony has served to illustrate and strengthen 
the proofs afforded by the correspondence,” the preceding 

♦ Asiatic Annual Jlegisfcr, 1802, p. 129. 
t WelleAe\/s Despatches^ vol. ii, pp. 246, 247, 
j Tbid.j vol. li, p. 516. 
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acknowledgment on the part of one who, like Tiord Wel- 
lesley, had so obviously come to a foregone conclusion, is 
very remarkable. It proves that he had not found tlie 
eoniirmation he expected. 

In truth the depositions recorded by the Commissioners 
in their Report, still more their brief notice of otlier de- 
positions which they considered it useless to record, and 
even more, perhaps, the fact of their carefully a])staining 
from examining several persons who, in L^rd Wellesley’s 
words, were “ in our hands,”- - totally dependent on tlu^ 
bounty of our Government, ■ -denote the utter failure of 
the entire process. No evidence of any secret con*es- 
pondcnce between the Nawabs and Tippoo was to be ex- 
tracted from any one. 

The most important of the depositions recorded at full 
length by the Commission were those of the two Envoys, 
Ali Ueza and Gholam Ali Khan, who, of course, could 
best elucidate their own correspondence. But, in the 
words of the historian Mill, “the evidence of both, biken 
together, tends not to confirm one single suspicion, if any 
could have been justly derived from the papers, but to 
remove them, every one.”^ For instjince, great stress is 
laid by the Peisian Interpreter, in his Report, on “ the 
niffstcrioifs eji'penHsum so fr(‘(]U('ntIy made use of in the 
correspondence between the Wake«;ls and 'I ippoo Sultan, 
— ^ the affair you know of.’” This, he says, proves tliat 
“the Wakeels were charged with some concealed commis- 
sio7i at Madras.” “ But what the natui'e of it was does 
not clearly ap})ear.”t 

This, no doubt, was one of the “defects” which Lord 
Wellesley hoped might “ be supplied by the oral testi- 
mony.” It iras supplied ; the nature of this mysterious 
affair appeared at once from the evidence of the two 
Envoys. The mystery was cleared up in a manner most 
creditable to the Nawabs, and most destructive to the 
theory of their friendly feelings towards the Sultan of 
Mysore. “ The affair you know of referred to the pro- 
ject of a marriage between one of Tippoo s sons and a 

* MilVs History, voL vi, p. 322. 

t WelJosleiffi Pespatrhng, vol. ii, p. 7t3,-— sec .niso 7U nnd VoO. 
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young lady of the Wallajah family. The proposal was 
made in the first instance on the part of the Sultan; it 
was intended to have been effected with the knowledge 
of the British Government ; but “ the Nawah Wallajah 
was averse to the connections’*^ 

The secrecy observed in conducting these negociations 
was perfectly natural under the circumstances. Besides 
the reserve always maintained in the earlier stage of such 
an affair, therfe were in this particular instance special 
reasons for keeping the matter quiet. Hyder Ali, Tip- 
poos father, was of decidedly plebeian origin. Father and 
son had failed in contracting matrimonial alliances for 
themselves or their children with any of the old Mussul- 
man houses of India. The Nawab Wallajah boasted of 
an honourable pedigree irrespective of his sovereignty. A 
marriage connection with the Carnatic family would have 
been promotion for Tippoo Sultan. The open rejection of 
his oner would have been a stinging mortification, inju- 
rious to his political influence as well as to his persomd 
dignity. 

If the Nawab Wallajah had really wished to establish 
friendly relations with the Mysore Sultan, and to keep up 
a secret intercourse with him,-- either from hostility to 
his British allies, or simply with a view to unforeseen 
eventualities, — there could have been no more convenient 
chain of communication established than a marriage be- 
tween the two families. That the Nawab rejected the 
opportunity of fanning such a chain is very strong proof 
that he wished for no such secret intercourse. 

Where there is nothing on the other side but flimsy 
suspicions and sophistical inferences, it is a work of super- 
erogation to pomt out the antecedent improbabilities 
against any cordiality or community of piupose arising 
between the Nawab and the Sultan. Those impro- 
babilities are overwhelming. 

The great Lord Clive in 1765, eighteen years after the 
first assistance rendered to us by Mahomed Ali Wallajah 
in person, t described him as “ the best Mussulman I ever 

♦ Asiaiic Annual 1802, p. 1 75. 

t Anfey p. 41. 
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knew.”'^ Twenty-two years later, in 1787, Sir Archibald 
Campbell, Governor of Madras, said : — 

“ 1 have narrowly watclied tho Nawab’s conduct and Hoatl- 
mcnts since ray arrival in tins country, and I am ready to declare 
that I do not think it possible that any Prince or ])orsoumi earth 
can bo more sincerely attached to the prosperity of the Honour- 
able Company than liis Ilighness.^^f 

Warren Hastings, writing to the Co\irt of Directors on 
tlie 28tli of November, 1788, called him,’ “the Nawab 
Wallajali, yonr old and faithful friend and ally, -an aged 
Prijice, whose life, to the hist dregs of it, has been spent 
in the mutual Intercourse of friendship with the Com[)any 
and tlic British nation, and in pa,rti(nj)ation of all the 
vicissitudes wliich Ijave attended tlndr fortun(‘s.”J 

We are called upon to helieve that this Nawah Wal- 
lajah, in his old age, after fifty years of faithful alliance 
and fihoidship with the English, and thirty years of aliiiost 
incessant warfare with Hyder Ali and Tip])oo Sultan, 
suddenly took it into his head to conspire against his 
friends of half a ce^ntuiy, and to league with his enemias 
of thirty years. We are called upon to h(‘licve that the 
time chosen for this sudden cliange of ])olicy wa>j just 
when the power of his friends was apj)an‘ntly estahlished 
without a competitor, and when tlui ])ower of his old 
enemy had fallen, heneatli all Impe of rcK'overy. Wallajali 
and Oindiit-ool-Oomra are accused of having begun their 
hostile intrigues in 17G2, after Lord (Jornwalliss cam- 
paign, when Tippoo liad heim comjielled to cede half lus 
dominions, to jiay three millions and a quarter sterling as 
a war indemnity, and to submit to the humiliating condi- 
tion of sending two of his sons as Imstage's to Madras. 
And it is with Idppoo’s Envoys who were siait to Madias 
in attendance on these young Princes, that the NawaJis 
are accused of liaving concerted and canaed on the des- 
])erate conspiracy with their discomfited foe against tlieir 
triumphant friends and allies. In addition to tlu^ thirty 
years of warfore, —“the long established rivalry and 

* Caninfic Paprrs, l8Gl,p. 53. ' t p, 53. 

+ Pappr'^, East IniJian Affairs^ p. 4; Cariuihr Pnjrrs, 18(1], 
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enmity between the two fiimilies,” which tlie Coimnis- 
Hioners admit in one of tlieir questions,* — it must be 
taken into considciation that both Hyder Ali and Tippoo, 
especially the latter, had seized every oc‘jasion of injuring; 
the Nawab, and of heaping insults upon him. The sub- 
servience of the Nawab Wallajah to the East India Com- 
pany was the constant theme of Tlp])oo’s contempt and 
ridicule. When Bangalore, the second city in the Mysoi’e 
territories, where the Sultan had a Palace and sometimes 
resided, was tiiken by Lord Cornwallis, a rude fresco 
])icture of large dimensions was found decorating a wall, 
in which the Nawab Wallajah was represented with a 
rope round his waist, prostrating himself before an Eng- 
lish oliicer, seated in a chair, who placed one foot u])on 
his neck.t 

But a more serious outrage on the family ])ride of the 
Nawab Wallajah, and on the tenderest heelings of' his 
nature, had been perpetrated by Hyder and Tippoo, which 
can never have been forgotten or forgiven. His younger 
brother, Abd-ool-Wahab, with his entire household fell 
into the hands of Hyder Ali at the capitulation of tlie 
fort of Chandergherry in January, 1782. The Nawab s 
brother was kept as a prisoner for u[)waids of two y('ars. 
The women were all taken into Hyder s harmn. Two 
gnin daughters, of tender years when captured, eventually 
became Tippoo s concubines. J 

The testimony of the two Envoys given before the 
Commission of Inquiry, all tends to show that the great 
attention paid by the Nawab Wallajah to the hostage 
Princes simply arose from the natural kindness and 
courtesy of his disposition, and that his protestations of 
friendship for Tippoo Sultan, encouraged by Lord Corn- 
wfdlis and Sir Charles Oakley, then Governor of Madras, 
who desired to promote a good feeling at the Mysore 
Court, were due solely to combined motives of politeness 
and policy. 

One of the Envoys, Ali Reza, besides explaining that 

♦ Asiatic Avium I ^Register for 1802. 

t llisforical Shi tchrs of SoiifJiern India^ hij Colonel Mai'h Will's^ vol. 
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it wa^ customary for them in tlieir reports to “lieij^liten 
tlie expressions of regard that fell from the Nawah Wal- 
lajah, for the purpose of conciliating the mind of Tippoo 
^ultaii/' declares his positive opinion that “ there iras no 
.sineerit}/ in the Nawah\^ expressions of friendship.’' lie 
gives his meaning more fully in the following answer to 
a (picstion put by the Commissioners : — 

^^Tho whole is compliment. How is it possible* that the Nawab 
VVhUlajah could forgot the indignities sustained by his own family 
at the hands of Tippoo Sultan, when Abdool Wahab (the Nawab’s 
))rothor) was confined, and his daughter and grand-daughter taken 
into the Mahal.^^* 

Tn another reply he says*.'— ‘‘It was the language of 
tlie tongue, and not of the heait.”! 

On the other hand, this same All Ueza, regaiding 
wliom the Commissioners say that he evinced “a ready 
disposition to give the fullest information/’ and tliat they 
discovered in liiin “no wilful prevarication, or endeavour 
to suppress tlie truth, (leserilxH in the strongest and 
most unecpiivocal language the ctibris made liy the Nawab 
Wallajah to persuade Tippoo to give up all thought of 
renewing a hopeless contest, to keep faith and rmnain on 
amicable terms with the Ihitish Covernment. He says 
that on one occasion the Nawab, “ in the most earnest 
manner, taking Cod to witness, sent his entreaty to the 
Sultan, that he should refrain from bn^aking with the 
English, and that he should adhere to the friendshi]) 
established between them.”^ All the good counsel verbally 
transmitted tlirough the Envoys to Tippoo was, he says, 
“ confirmed by the advice of the Nawab Wallajab, founded 
on his long experience and age.”|| On another occasion 
“ the Nawab Wallajah stated that the Sultan sliould con- 
sider the connexion with the English to be the proper 
object of his religions care.”% 

Ali Keza also declared that the Nawab Omdut-ool- 
Oomra, at the departure of the Wakeels, “directed them 

* Asiatic Annual Register^ 1802, pp. 179, 180. 

• t Ihid., 1802, p. 181. t fbid., p. 182. 

§ p. 175. II fhuJ.y p. 177. 
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to assure the Sultan of his regard, and to advise him not 
to break with the Enf^lish ; that he slionld not consider 
this communication to he ;i, deviation from tlie principles 
of their religion, l)ut that the true Islam co)isisfe(l in 
serving iDiitg with the English.'''^ 

Nor can the apologists for the action of Lord Wellesley’s 
Government strengthen their case by discrediting their 
own witnesses, — by nrging that the former Envoys are 
not to be trusted, when they depose to the loyalty and 
good faith of the two Nawabs. This position is closed to 
loy opponents, not so much on the technical grouncl that 
these are their own witnesses, as from the fiiet that they 
avefthe onhj not nesses. The CommisHionei’s laid hands on 
these men, — Lord Wellesley remarked that they were 
“ in our hands,” — and with tlui most osteotatlous intimi- 
dation, and in a seiies of egng'ious leading rpiestions, 
called on them to curse the two Nawabs ; and when the 
process has failed, and naught but blessings have come 
forth, it is impossible to discard or cry th(‘m down, for 
there are no others to take their places. The (Commis- 
sioners say, “We examined Gholam Ali Mt‘er Suddoor, 
the Dewan Pooniialgtand the Moonshee llabeeb Oollah,” 
— that is to say, Tippoo Sultan’s most trusted Ministers, 
the men above all others acMjUainted with the secrets of 
his Government,- “but as their testimony did not estab- 
lish any fact, we thought it unnecessary to record their 
evidence.”+ Not a single sei vant of the Nawabs was 
examined. Tlie historian Mill very fairly sums u]) the 
general effect of the Ciise brought foiavaid against the 
Nawabs in the following wa)rds : — 

only (loos tliis evkliuice afford no proof of a criminal cor- 
respondence with Tippoo on the part of the Nabob, but the total 
inability of the English to produce further evidence, with alt the 
records of the Mysore Government in their hands, and all the 
living agents of it within their absolute power, is a proof of the 

* Asiatic Annual Rcijister^ for 1802, p. 173. 

t Tippoo’s chief ofliccr of finance, aflerwards well known as Minister 
of the Rajali of Mysore. ^ 

t Carnntic Fapers, 1803, p. 30; MilVs llisfonfy (edited by H. H. 
Wilson, 1848) vol. vi, p. 3*22. 
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contrary, since it is not credible that criminal corrcspondtmoo 
should have existed and not have loft more traces of itself/^* 

.One very eenclusive proof that Tippoo’s Envoys huc- 
ceeded In cstablislilng no plan of secret corres[)ondence 
with tlie Nawabs, and elfected nothing of conscc^nence 
during their mission, consists in the fact that Iminediately, 
ov very soon after tlieir return from Madras to Seringapar 
tam witli the young Prin(.H\s, tlicy were disgraci‘d, for])id(len 
to appear at the Sultan s Durbar, and were for some time 
k(‘])t in confinement. f Douldless their great olfence was 
that of having so com])letely failed in “ the affair you know 
of,” the negociation of a marriage. 

On the other hand, tlie tone and tenor of Lord Web 
h'sley’s despatelies, both before and after tlie Treaty of 
I SOI, prove two things, -firstly, that there was a. settled 
purpose of assuming the civil and militaiy administrjition 
of th(‘ (airnatic (as the Nawab Omdut-ool-Oomra said, 
the. Cuinjiany ‘‘desired to obtain liis country anyhow”), 
long before the fictitious revelations of Tipjioos archives; 
secondly, that the real dangei* a.nd difficulty to be ovia- 
eoiiK* by the desired transfer of powi'r, was not what is 
called in India “political” but administrativ<‘. 

In the first glow of success Lord Wellesley writes as 
follows to the Secret Committee in a despatch dated the 
2 1st of October, 1801 : — 

“It is a great satisfaction to have ultimately accomplislied an 
object, long and earnestly desired by the Honourable (Jom})any, 
and earnestly recommended by the Court of Directors to my 
special attention, when 1 had the honour to rcceiv(^ tlie charge of 
this Government. Your Honourable Committee is apprised of 
the early solicitude which 1 manifested for tho accomplishment of 
this important measure, upon my first arrival in Mailras, in April, 
1 708, as well of the repeated att(*mpts which 1 made on various 
occasions, in the years 1708 and 1700, to etfect tho same salutary 
arrangement. The successive failure of these attempts, combined 
with tho reflections arising from the erjually unpropitious result 
ef every preceding proposition of a .similar nature, have enhanced, 
in my mind, the pleasure of witnessing the conclusion of the late 
Treaty.^^ 

* * UiHtonjy edited by WihoHy 1818 , vol. vi, j) 

t A vnind Ilnjinirr for pp. 177, 178 and 187. 
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He does, indeed, mention in this despatch the trea- 
chery and ingratitude of their late Highnesses, the Nawabs 
WaUajah and Omdut-ool-Oomra,” but more as an oppor- 
tunity gained tlian as a danger avoided ; for he congratu- 
lates tlie Honourable (Joinmittee on the fact that “ the 
possession of tlie records of the House of Hyder Ali,” “ is 
the source from which we have derived that information 
irliich has enahhal us to comidef(' the settlement of the 
Carnatic” And then observe what are the good results 
cx])ected from this “salutary arrangement.” 

“ l^he yiiion of all local authorities, aiul the extinction of every 
principle of conllicting power, will preclude the operation of those 
causes of discord and counteracticjii which must ever have im- 
peded the progress of good government in the Carnal ic, while 
the administration of affairs continued in the hands of the 
Mawab.^^* 

Making tlie most liberal and charitable allowances for 
self-deception on the part of all those (mgaged, it is trans- 
parently obvious that the retrospective charge of treason 
was a mere piece of maehlmuy, employed to effect a pre- 
determined removal with the least possible amount of 
noise and friction. 

The British authorities in ISOl knew very well, — as 
my fpiotations will have made manifest, ^ — that in their 
control of the Nawab they had been thwarted and em- 
barrassed, not by any secret intercourse with the Sultan 
of Mysore', but by constant private correspondence with 
the Prince of Wales. The Nawab’s intrigues had been 
carried on by Englishmen in London, not by Mahomedan 
emissaries in India, It wius against this substantial 
grievance they wished to guard, not against imaginaiy 
plots with Native Princes. 

A v(*ry fair description of the overpowering motives, 
and the feeling of irresponsible isolation, under wl^ch 
Lord Wellesley and his subordinates acted, is given in 
two passages of his great work, by the phllosophiad his- 
torian, James Mill. 

In the one pas.sage, while giving Lord Wellesley credit 
for “ convspicuous virtues,” he speaks of “ the violence with 

* WrUritlei/s V>'.<paU'h*'s, vol. ii, pp. r>0O, 5ai. 
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wliicli he WRS apt to desire, and the faculty which he pos- 
sessed of persuading himself, that everything was righteous 
by which his desires were going to be fulfilled.^’* 

In the other he observes : — ■ 

“ Not only are tlie English rulers in India deprived of the 
salutary dread of the scrutinising minds and free pens of an en- 
lightened public, in the regions in which they act ; they w'oll know 
that distance and other circumstances so completely veil the truth 
from English eyes, that if the case will but bear a varnish, and if 
they take care to stand well witJi the Minister, they have in Eng- 
land everything to hope, and seldom anything to dread, from the 
successful gratification of the passion of ac(pnring.-”t 

The best explanation and palliation of the very cpios- 
tioTiable extremities to which the authorities in India were 
driven, is that they wore so C()mpl(*tely bewildered by the 
dillioultu^s of d(‘aling with the Nawal), as to be irresist- 
ibly [H ('disp()sed to Hy to any belief and any line of con- 
duct that promised them immediate relief. The actual 
situation was intolerable. 

Never was there such a provoking array of manual ies. 
To no Ih'ince laid such deterence been paid; no Ihhice 
was k(?pt under such struct survadllance. Ife resided in 
Madras, beyond the limits of his own (jovei’nment, within 
British j\n*isdiction though exem])t from it, sm rounded 
by British troo])S, unable to stir hand or foot without 
pennission, and yet exercising despotic power over mil- 
lions of subjects who had learned to hx'k to the British 
(Government for protection. We were dependent on the 
nn enue of the (Jarnatic for the support of ah our esta- 
blishments in the South f)f India ; yet we were com- 
])elled to see the Nawab destroying the resources of the 
country before our face, for the benefit of the birds of prey 
of all nations, who flattered and fleeced him.J Advice 

* Histori/f vol. vi (18t8), p. 312. t Jhld,^ vol. vi, 1818, p. 323. 

X Such wa.s the officinl account, and doubtless there was a great deal 
of truth in it; and for our purpose it is even more to tlio point tliat 
such was the strong and sincere ofiicial belief. Still, when we did take 
possession, we found, as wc did in Outlc, that the c<nmtry was not in 
the ruined condition wo had imagined, and that tlie Jiritisli Collectors 
wci'e not eagerly hailed hy the population as tlieir delivcJ’cr’s from op- 
])rcssion. 



72 THK GREAT PARLIAMENTARY BORE. 

and remonstmnce were obstinately rejected ; and when 
pressed very closely by the Governor of Madras or 
the Governor-General, he reviled the Honourable Com- 
pany, and invoked their master, his friend and constant 
protector, the Kin^ of Great Britain.* 

He could not be treated like the Nawab-Nazim of Ben- 
^’al, who had been finally put on the shelf ever since 1772. 
The Nawab-Nazim was really a creature of our own. 
We had set up and pulled down, and restored seveial 
of them. Not only had the Bengal Nawab never been 
recognised as a Sovereign by anyone, and never pretended 
to be an inde})eiident Ruler, but from tlie year 1705 he 
had lost even his nominal share in the duty of public 
administration. The Company liaving been confiinied 
by the Km])eroi\s grant in the Dewannee of Bengal, in- 
cluding the right of assessing and ex])ending the revenue, 
the Nawab’s titular rank was meivly that of Nazim or 
militaiy Governor, a designation sim[)ly ridiculous when 
every post of importance was occupied by tlie Ck)m})any s 
troo[)s, and the Nawabsarmy consisted of a mob of tawdry 
rugamullins. 

On the other hand, the Nawab of the Carnatic was no 
creature of ours ; and, as we have seen already, we owed 
much more to him than he owed to us. The tiist of the 
iamily had not to thank us for his elevation, though he 
lell in battle hghting against the French in our quarrel. 
As the conseipience of our complete success, paitly due to 
his aid and inilueiice, his son had, indeed, sunk to a 
s(3Condaiy position in power c<nn])ared to ourselves. But 
the lecognitlon ot his Sovereignty was complete. His 
alliance had been eagerly sought by France. Louis XV 
had sent him the portraits of himself and his Queen. He 
had adhered steadily to our side. We had negotiated his 
independence both of the Nizam and the Emperor ; and 
Ills Sovereignty in the Carnatic Wcis acknowledged by a 
European Treaty. 

No Prince of India but the Nawab of the Carnatic, 
was ever admitted to the honour of direct correspondence 
with the King of Great Britain. While most other Na- 
* |>. .V2. 



THE GliEAT PAr.LLUJENTAIlY BORE. 7;} 

live Princes were sainted with the nuiuher of guns allowed 
to Governors or Generals, he wa-s received everywhere 
with a royal salute. All the honours and })rerogatives of 
royalty were achieved by him, or thrust u])on him by the 
Ib itish Government. The ])roblem of his peaceful depo- 
sition was absolutely insoluble. He could be neither per- 
suaded nor coerced by any regular t)roccss. It was a com- 
]»l(.!te dead-lock, and there was no hope of escat)ing from 
it by fair means. 

Ileally, if we bad not been so hampered by the extei’iial 
jealousies and internal disturbances already mentioned,* it 
might have been seriously debated whcth(;r it would not 
1k‘ the shortest, simplest, and most humane plan, to devhiro 
to march two Battalions into tlie grounds of (Jlic- 
[)auk Palace, and compel the Nawab Omdut-ool-Oomra to 
sui)mit to something like the terms that w('rc ultimab'Iy 
imposed on his nejdiew by the Treaty of 1801. Such a 
])rocecding woidd have been more in accordance with the 
forms of International Law, more straighifbi’ward and 
more dignitied, than that which was actually adoj)U‘d. 

Still, after the laj)se of half a century, no one woidd 
have (|uarrelled with the exjiedicait, if the rt‘snlt, in which 
every one ac(|uiesce(l, had not Ix'cn rudidy distinbed. The 
discreditable details, on wliich we have been forced to 
dwell, were not raked U[) )>y im?, but by those who car- 
ried out, and those who didiaid, tlie disinheritance, pillage 
and defamation of his Highness Prince 7\z(‘em Jah. 

It is easy to understand why the Indian authorities of 
18.5d, and their Parliamcntaiy apologists down to 
revive these frivolous charges against the Wallajah lamily. 
Their instinct is the same as that which impelled the 
original performers of HSOJ. They wish to disguise poli- 
tkal ingratitude and cruelty by blackening the unfatu- 
uate victim. 

He may well be called unfortunate, for the disiidnjritance 
of Prince Azeem Jah wms r(;ally a })lece of bad luck. 11(5 
would most assuredly have siuiceeded to the musnud of 
the Carnatic if his nephew had lived two or three years 
longer. No dethronement wa>uld have been pi’oposed 
* A p. 17. 
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(luring the convulsions of 1 857. Any handle for a lapse” 
would have been seized in 1855 or 1856. 

For example, — no one can doubt that if the Nawab- 
Nazim of Bengal had happened to die within the last two 
or three years of Lord Dalhousies administration, that 
dignity would have been brought to an end, — the family 
of Moorshedabad would have been handed down the first 
great step towards tliat dead level, where, in the accepted 
formula of the schools, they might “learn to mingle with the 
people.” No one can doubt that in some snug pigeon-lmle 
of the Calcutta Foreign Oflice, or in some locked portfolio 
of the Viceroy’s cabinet, there lies a “ very full, exhaustive 
and elaborate Minute,” marking down the Nizamut of 
Bengal as a nuisance to be abated on tlie first vacancy. 
If there could be any doubt on the subject, we may point 
to the fact that Lord J.)alhousie left on record his pro- 
j)osals for the annexation of MyvSore at the death of the 
reigning Kajah,^ and for abolishing the throne of Delhi 
on the first dennise of tlie (h’own.f The Nawab of Bengal 
was a dignitary of much smaller consecpienee and much 
larger income than cither of these ; he was more closely 
in contact with the Oovernoi-Gencral, and had been 
brought under his unfavourable notice by a scandalous 
affair to which we shall have occasion shortly to refer. 
Tlie last two Treaties with the Nawal)s of Bengal, those 
of 1766 and 1770, are distinctly “ personal” Treaties, con- 
taining no mention of “heii’s and successors.’’^ 

The Friend of “Lord Dalhousie’s organ, ”§ has 

* The Mysore Uerrrslon, (2ii(l Kill! ion) p. 41. 

t Miiinlr hy (lie ^[nrllnis of Ddlliouslej (^PaiiiamOitary Popcrii) 1856, 
pura. 41, p. 11 ; Relen'iprrU mid Prospects nf Indiair Policy, p. 251. 

I (h)llcc(ioii of Treaties, (Calcutta) vol. i, pp. 66, 60. As personal 
'Prenties tlioy were, according to what I believe to bo the only sound 
niul just doetrino, intended to secure all their benefits to the family ot‘ 
tlie weaker contracting party, (sec ante, pp. 8, 0) but this view was not 
accepted at Calcutta in 1856, nor has it, I tear, been as yet authorita- 
tively laid down for the guidance of the Indian Foreign Office. 

§ “ The Serampore weekly paper, the Friend of India, tvhich was Lord 
Dalhousie's oryan, and is conducted with great ability, i.s a perfect Fili- 
buster. Almost every number contains a clever article on the duty of 
absorbing Native States, resuming jaghires, etc.” (Sir Henry Lawrence 
in 1856.)— /vf'yr’s Jnees of Indian Olliceis, vol. ii, p. 611. 
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repeatedly given forth its penny-trumpet sound in favour 
of extinguishing “ the mock-royalty” of Moorshedabad ; 
and for some years the menaces of this journal — still 
existing on the strength of its official connections, — were 
regarded, with good cause, as infallibly portentous. 

If the Bengal Nawabship, with its annual revenue of 
£1(50,000, never became the predetermined object of re- 
trenchment in the eyes of Lord Dalhousie’s Government, 
the oversight was miraculous. 

The good fortune of the Nawab-Naziin of Moorslicda,- 
bad was not confined to his merely llcimj through the 
Reign of Terror for Native Princes, between 1848 and 
1 85(5 : the Ivebelllon of 1 857, which delayed Prince Azecaii 
Jab’s a])peal, and diverted attention from it, ahbrded the 
Ik'ngal Nawaban ocaision for regaining credit and favour 
with tlie Government of India. In 1858 a cruel bettting 
had been inflicted on a man, from the elfects of whicli he 
died, within the camp of the Nawab of Bi'ngal, thougli 
not by his order. His Higliness had jurisdiction in those 
precincts, was responsible for the acts of his retainers, and 
had not, in tlie opinion of tin; Governor-General, taken 
jti'opei’ steps on the crime becoming known to him. For 
this culpable conduct certain penalties and restrictions 
were imposed upon the Nawab, and his salute of guns 
was reduced from nineteen to thirteen. During the crisis 
of 1857 his Highness reiidered valuable assistance to the 
cause of order, not only by exerting his genera, 1 influence 
to (piell excitement and maintain allegiance, but by ])lacing 
a large number of elcjJiants at the disposal of Govern- 
ment, and lending the services of his armed followers and 
confidential officers, at a time when trustworthy Native 
agency was urgently re(juired and not easily procured. 
As a reward for these good offices Lord Canning relieved 
the Nawab from the penal restrictions of 1858, and his 
public honours and j)rivileges were restored to the old 
stixndard.^ 

Prince Azeem Jah had no elephants to lend us in 1857, 
for all the stud and C([uipages of his nephew, whose heir 
• Papers, JUmoiirs, and JinrarJa if) Native Vr incog, (No. 77, borils) 
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he was, and to whom he ought to have succeeded, had 
been sold l)y auction in the previous year, and the proceeds 
of the sale appropriated i)y our Government. But all that 
was in his ])ower he did. Tn a despatch dated July 7th, 
the Ca)urt of Directors mentioned as one reason for 
increasing the stipend olfered to Prince Azecm Jah, “ the 
iniluence of his name and ])osition over the numerous 
Mahnmedan population of Madras, and the excellent con- 
duct of that population during our recent difhculties.”* 

Ijord Harris, indei'd, the Governor of Madras, having 
advised the Priiuje s disinheritance, both of the sovereignty 
and reveniuuind of the real and personal property belong- 
ing to the family, and having failed to induce the Prince 
to abiuidon his I’ights and accept the pension offered him, 
expressed his o[)inion in a Minute of ►September 14th, 
IS.nS, that “the eondu(;t of the 1 Vince was subject to rc- 
})rehension,” because “ the servants of his estal)lishment 
were allowed to go about begging, a})])arently in a state 
of starvation, and he himself was sui)nosed to be equally 
ill off.” 

“ Cliopaiik Agent called on me to report tliis, and to state 
that ho was fearful lest considerable exeitianent, if not worse, 
should ensue ; the Commissioner of Police corrol)orat(‘(l his statc'- 
ment, and the Agent was desirous of ascertaining whether he 
should address Covornment on the subject. 

“ 1 considered this course objectionable, and preferred that he 
should have a pi’ivato interview with the Prince, and should call 
his attention, that seeing what w’as occurring, his conduct in not 
drawing his allowance could not be considered Iriendly. 

The Prince in no way changed his course of action after this 
communication. 

Lord ILirris oomplaius tluit bis Highness “manifested 
so little courtesy and consideration, at a time when it was 
manifest that it was of importance to keep down all ex- 
citement.” His lordship’s demands for all that ean “be 
considered friendly,” “courteous” and“ considerate,” appear 
somewhat one-sided. He seems to expect from this Mus- 
sulman Prince much more than Christian forgiveness, good- 
will and charity. Not only ought he to submit patiently 


♦ Carnatic Papers^ 1801, p. 8. 


t Ibkl , p. 10. 
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to his deposition and spoliation, hut he and his follower, 
“ to keep down excitement,” ought to have appeared (piite 
jolly under the circumstances. If there were any “ star- 
vation,” it ought to liave been kept out of sight. 

Lord Harris argues tliat if Prince Azeem Jah had con- 
.sented to draw his allowance, and pay his retainers, such 
a “ course would in no way have compnanised the claims 
he was urging.” We shall see, however, that on two snh- 
sc<|uent occasions he was othcially deelaixal to havti com- 
promised his claims, and to have “ his position J' 
by the very fact of having urcopted tiro invitations to piih- 
lic Ixills given by the (Governor of Madrasi He was 
(juite right, therefore, in standing on his own resonrees as 
long as he could. He was fairly starved out at last, and 
eommenced to draw his stipend, under protest, in LSfM. 

One of liord Harris’s colh^agm^s in (\)nneil, who had 
borne no part in })rev(a»ting Priiaa; Aman »lah’s succes- 
sion,- - Mr. (now Sir) Walter l^lliot (K.O.S. I.)- I'ccordi'd 
the I’ollowino; views : 

^riio coiidiu't of the l^rincc, so far as I am aware, lias bec'n 
siiiijily that of a man sullering uiidta’ sevm’o di.sappoiiitment, and 
sti'iving ])y legitimate applications in those (piartevs to which an 
apjx'al ])roperly lay, to obtain redress. 

There is no rpiestion tliat tlio I^falionnMlan population of 
Sonthern India shared largely in tlu< ('xcitement caused by the 
events of last year : it would liave been singular if tliey liad not. 
Nor wonld it have been very surprising if many of them had takem 
an active and a hostile part, had the peace of the country Ix'cn 
broken. No doubt the precautionary measures adopt(;d liy the 
Light Honourable the President tended very materially to jireserve 
trampiillity, and to restrain the evil designs of the ill-disposc'd. 
Jhit I have no reason to believe that the Prince should be included 
in this number : on the contrary, all liis ])roeeedings have been 
marked by moderation, and by a retiring, submissive spirit. 

“The Court have probably felt that the ipm‘1 ilntinfuour of (hr 
MaJiotnrdnns ii'iia owItKj to Azroni Jah/ a pcriionnl 'uijJ nmro. llouftt- 

his (\campJe has not hren without its f[li<‘t ; but his weight 
with his fellow-countrymen is not great ; and 1 feel confident that 
whatever evil counsels were debated in Tripheane,” (the Mussul- 
man quarter of Madras,) “ originated with persons over whom ho 
had no inllueucc, and with whose proceedings ho was little ac- 
quainted.’^* 


Carnatic Vapers, 18ol, p. 7. 
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Of course the evil counsels originated with persons 
over whom” the Prince had no influence,” but how was 
it that those persons found it impossible to extend 
and combine their conspiracies outside their own circle, 
and to rally the Mussulman population to their side ? Be- 
cause they immediatcily encountered the Prince s influence 
and example. Sir Walter Elliot admits that “ his example, 
was not without its eftect,” but thinks his influence” was 
not great.” It was sutticient. 

There is little difficulty in divining the sentiments of 
tlie other Councillor, the late Mr. Morehead, afterwards Go- 
vernor of Madras, from the following paragraph of his very 
brief Minute on the same occasion. It is hardly necessary 
to add that he also had not been a member of the Govern- 
ment when the decree of confiscation went forth. 

I mako no comments on the previous acts of (Government, but 
[ strongly object to any proceedings being now adopted that may 
tend to counteract the pr(‘sent desire of the Court to amolioratt), 
in some degree, the position to which Prince Azeein Jah has been 
reduced.'’^* 

Lord Harris had advised the abolition of the Na- 
wabship of the Carnatic, bec4iuse, in his opinion, ‘‘a 
Court at the Presidency, though destitute of authority 
and powei‘, must be inimical, or' at all events discoiitented, 
and capable of being made a nucleus for intrigue.”t 
The results, as described ])y himself and his colleagues 
in the Govenunent of Madras, can hardly be said to have 
justifled his policy or to have verified his expectations. 
The “ nucleus for intrigue” was not found at the Nawab’s 
Court, but, according to Sir Walter Elliot, among “ persons 
over whom the Piince had no influence, and with whose 
proceedings he was little acquainted.” 

What a spectacle of Imperial Government for the edifi- 
cation of India and tlie world ! Well may Sir Geoi'ge 
Clerk have said that it is the inconsistency, caprice and 
muUibility of our opinions regarding all great principles 
that is the bane of our supremacy in India. ”J What must 

*’Carnatic Papm-s^ 1861, p. 8. t Minute, par. 53; Hid., p. 13. 
t Paperfi, Cliifphip of Bughat, 1854, p. 8. 
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be the conclusions of any intelligent Native or inquisitive 
foreigner, after comparing our treatment of the ( 'arnatic 
family with that which has fillen to the lot of the Nawabs 
of Bengal ? What must they think of our statesinansliip, 
when great dignities are seen to be pulled down or })roppe(l 
up, great dotiitions confiscated or continued, according to 
no principles, legal or m(^ral, Init by slieer ha,pliazard ? 
What must they think of our justice and .discrimination, 
when they sec the Nawab of Bengal, by the mere accident 
of living over the last year of one Viceroyalty, carry his 
family and fortunes into a secure harboin-, j)urge himself 
of old stains, and pluck renewed lionoui's ; while Ihince 
Azeem Jah, free from all stain personally and ancestrally, 
iH'presenting old ties and obligations of glaring notoriety, 
iind rendering similar, if less conspicuous, services in the 
hour of need as his fortunate compeer of Jfengal, reaps 
nothing but a fresh crop of taunts and calumnies 'i The 
lablii of the Wolf and the Lamb has been j)layed over 
and over again in our dealings with the Wallajah family. 
When Prince Azeem Jah is to be robbed of his ])atrii^ony, 
and when that iniquity is to be defended in th(; House 
of ( Commons, the old charges of treason that were used to 
extoit the Treaty of PSOl, and which we have already ex- 
amined, are reproduced to prejudice his cause ; and new 
imputations of “ profligacy” and want of principle,” — 
some utterly unfounded, all wholly irrelevant,- are cast 
upon him and his predecessor, the late Nawab, to destroy 
])ublic sympathy, and divert attention from the legal and 
political merits of the cas(i. But perhaps it was the un- 
kiiidcst cut of all when Lord Harris, refusing to give 
Prince Azeem Jah the credit of those good intentions 
which his colleagues in Council and the Court of Directors 
were willing to recognise, declared that he was deserving 
of “ reprehension,” and “ could not be considei'ed friendly, ’ 
because his servants looked hungry, and “ he himself was 
supposed to be equally ill off.” 
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Lord Harris cjiirlcd out the Caniatic coufiscation iiuder 
the domiuaiit irdluence of Lord Dallioiisie, who, on re- 
ceiving at his residence on the Nellghcrry Hills, within 
the Madras Presidency, the intelligence of the late Nawabs 
death, at once suggested that there was “no direct heir 
that “ the future disposal of tlie title of Nawab of the 
t/arnatic must l)e the subject of grave consideration ;’’and 
that, therefore,. “ the Government of Madras should not 
recognise anyone, or permit aiiyone to represent himself as 
successor.”* Tlie views and expectations of tlie Governor 
General could not well be misunderstood after this. As 
soon as possible he came down from the Hills, took his 
seat in {)erson at the Iiead of the Madras Council tabh*, 
and “conferred with the Government of Port St. George 
regarding the measures to be adopted.”! 

Sir Charles Wood, now lan-d Halifax, who we shall 
find to have indicated very ch^arly his extreme dis- 
taste for this case, was not Pr(‘si(lent of the Board of 
Control at this time. That otlice was then till(;d by 
Mr. Vernon Smith, now Lord Lyveden, who never 
seems to have ventured to do more than 14 :) register’, 
without remark, all liord l)alliousi(i’s deca’ces, om^ after 
the other.! Sir Charles Wo(xl subsecpiently had a 
splendid opportunity of reconsidering the question, as 
be had also with j*egard to Mysore ; but, after uKuiifest 
hesitation, he threw them both away. Perhaps he had 
been too long in ])o\ver. The habits of ollice and the 
amenities of party, may have combined to deter him 
from breaking the continuity of his own proceedings with 
those of a predecessor who had been a colleague and was 
still an auxiliary. He may also have met with resistance 
from other members of the Government. 

Sir CJharles Wood was questioned on this subject for 
the first time on the 25th of July, 18GI, shortly after his 

* CarnatU' Pappra, 18i>0, p. 17. f pp. 38 and 47. 

J It is supposed that ho was placed there hy Lord Palmerston in 
order that Lord Dalhousie, them in the height of his fume, and who 
was detoMmiincd to have his own w'uy, should he secitre from all intor- 
ference, either of the Court of Directors, or of tho permanent Socreiaries 
of the Board (jf Control. 
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accession to tiie uflice of Secretary of SUte for India, by 
Mr. Layard, M.P. for Soiitlnvark, who ap})lied some veiy 
strong terms to the conduct of the East India (''om})any. 
Sir Charles Wood, in re})ly,^aid tliat “ the case of Azccmu 
J ah had been referred to tlie Government of IVtadras. Ho 
concurred generally with the remarks of the honourable 
Member, and was quite willing to in(|uire fully into the. 
merits of the case.”* 

And it is remarkable that in the dcspatoli of the 8th of 
April, 18()2, in which, to use his own caiitious words, he 
declines “ to disturb the decision arrived at six years ago,” 
Sir (diaries Wood seems carefully to avoid adopting that 
decision unreservedly as his own, declaring It to have 
been ecpiitable or stamping it with his ap})roval. He re- 
capitulates the grounds on which that decision had been 
])ased by ‘‘the Government of India and the Jrome 
Authorities,” makes no comment, adds no confirmation 
of his own, but is oi' opinion, “after a very full, pjitient, 
and searching revision of all the papers of this case, and of 
tlui arguments adduced by the Memorialist,” that “there 
im) no grounds to justify me in distuibing the decision 
an-ived at six years ago.”t 

During tlie discussion in the House of Commons on the 
2()th of Pkbruary, 1863, raised by the motion of the Eight 
Honourable H. Baillie, M.P. for iTivcrness-shire, in favour 
of tVince Azeem Jah’s claims, 8ir Charles Wood seized 
the occasion of obseiwing that “ what had been done took 
place in 1855, long before he acceded to his present 
office. ”J 

In the debate of the 13th of June, 18G4, on Mr. Smol- 
lett’s motion for a Select Committee, Sir Charles Wood 
and all the members of the Government refrained froTii 
speaking; and in the discussion which followed on the 
adroit manoeuvre by which a division was hastily and 
unexpectedly snatched, Sir Charles Wood appears to have 
rejoiced once more in the opportunity of stilting that “all 

* Hanmrd, vol. clxiV, p. 1508. 

t This despatch has been published, but not in any Parliattmit.'iry 
Return, — see Appendix A. 

I llnmnrd^ vol. clxix, p. 810. 
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the transa^ions to which reference had been made, took 
place before lie became Secrebuy of State for India.”* 

It m wortliy also of remark tliat in all the debates on 
the CarnaXic (picstion, Sir Charles Wood has confined 
himself pretty closely to treating the extinction of the 
Nawabship as an accomplished fact and iis a matter of 
])olicy, declaiming against the disadvantages and anomalies 
of such an institution, but slurriufif over and setting aside 
those sophisticxd arguments as to the rights derived from 
the alleged misconduct of Prince Azeem Jah’s ancestors, 
by which Mr. Lowe, Sir James Fergusson, and others, had 
attem])ted to make out a justification. In the debate of 
the 14th of March, 1805, on the motion of Sir Fitzroy 
Kelly, Sir Charles Wood spoke as follows - 

4’lio h(Mioarablo and learned genllcinan (Sir Fitzroy Kelly) 
had stated that the reason why AzecQi Jah was deprived in 1855 
of the position which his predecessors held, was the imputed 
treason of Wallajah and Omdut-ool-Oomra at the close of the last 
cmitury ; but it was no such thing. The reason for the course 
taken in 1855 was not any that had been allegc'd by the hononr- 
al)lo and learned gentleman : it was a rc'ason of policy. The 
mischief of ditfen'ut kinds that had resulted from the mainten- 
ance of these mock royaltii'S was the real and valid objection to 
them. Lord Harris stated the reason as shortly and as clearly as 
man could state it.^^f 

In the previous debate of the 2()th of F(d)ruary, 18G8, 
he had spoken to much the same edect, 

'^Lord Harris said ho was convinced that a serious moral evil 
was caused by the continuanc’e of this semblance of the pomp and 
state of an elVeto Royalty, which, while it did no good to these 
})ersons themselves, was capable of being made the nucleus of 
intrigne.^^t 

(Some one ought to have reminded Sir Charles Wood of 
the striking contradiction to all the alarms and prognosti- 
cations of Lord Harris in 1855, afforded by the facts and 
events of 1857. Thei'e w^as no “nucleus of intrigue” ob- 
served in connection wdth the family of the Bengal Nawab, 
nor of another stipendiary Prince, the liajah of Benares. 
On the emitrary, valuable aid and moral support were 


* lluu'iitrdy vol. clxxv. 

J; [liiiLy vol. clxix, p. 815. 


t IhiiJ.y vol. clxxvii, p. 1700. 
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o-iven to us l)y both during the severe trial to v’hich tlu' 
l(‘velUng system advocated by Lord Harris was so speedily 
subjected. The same mustie said of the Bhonsla family 
of Nagpore during the same great crisis. The same must 
be said of Prince Azeem Jah and his relatives. During 
iifty-fivc years’ experience of the Treaty of 1801 no 
“nucleus of intrigue” had ever been detected or suspected 
at the Nawab’s Court. No “nucleus of intrigue” was 
ibnnd in the remnant and faded semblance of a Court 
kept up by Prince Azeem Jah. 

The only part of the Prince’s conduct which Lord Harris 
insists was open to ^'reprehension,” and “co\ild not 1)(^ 
considered friendly,” was that he declined to compi‘omiH(^ 
his claims by “ drawing his allowance,” so that his servants 
were apparently reduced to “a. state of starvation.” 

On tlie other hand, Sir Walter Elliot dechires the 
Ihince’s conduct to have been “simply that of a man 
sulfering under severe disappointment;” pronounces all 
his proceedings to have been “legitimate,^’ “ niarked l)y 
inoileration, and by a retiring, submissive spirit,” and be- 
li(‘ves that “ his example has not been without its ehect” 
in keeping the evil-disposed Mahomedans (pjic't.^ 

Although Lord Harris declined to acknowledge any 
obligation to Prince Azeem Jah for his good iniluenci's 
ov(‘r the Mahomedan popidation, he at least bears testi- 
mony to such influence having been urgently re(piir(‘d. 
In this same Minute he says that “during the existenc(5 
of the troubles,” 

“ From all the information I was able to obtain, my o])inion is 
tliat the Mussulmans of Madras were as hostile to our rule as any 
others of their creed in India. Wo had many reasons to believe 
that they were in constant communication with the ill-disposed at 
llangalore, Hyderabad, Kurnool, and Trichino})oly ; at one time 
a considerable number endeavoured to get into the town Irom the 
lU'ighbouring districts, fully armed; but on their being almost 
invariably stopped and disarmed by the Police, they gave up that 
])lau. We knew of prayer-meetings being held at the houses ot 
two or three of their principal men, for the purpose of calling 
dnwn the wrath of Heaven on the infidels, and siicn'ss to tlu‘ 


» Atifr, p. 77. 
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Mussulman arms. Wo know that the tone of conversation of all 
classes of their population was most inimical.^^* 

Lord Hanis, not seein^^ perhaps, how it tells against 
himself, betrays, also, th(3 fact that one great cause to 
which this inimical feeling among the Carnatic Maho- 
medans was attributed by those best ca])al)le of judging, 
was his own treatment of Prince Azeem Jah. He was 
Informed by the Clujpauk Agent and the ( ^mimissioner 
of Police, the iiien in immediate communication with all 
the sources of intelligence, that they wein “fearful lest 
considerable excitement, if not worse, should ensue,” in 
conse([uence of the rumours afloat as to the distress in the 
Prince’s household. f 

So unreasonable and malignant was the fanaticism of 
these Southern Mahomedans, that they harboured dis- 
loyal tlunights when their social and spiritual Chief was 
rejected, degraded, and phindeixxl 

Lord Hanis himself was so far anxious on this point 
that he remonstrated with tlui Prince, and suggested to 
lilm tliat the visible starvation of his servants “could not 
be considered as friendly.” That was his sole complaint 
against Prince Azeem Jah. 

The useful services rendered to us by tlie fortunate 
Nawab of Bengal, and the good conduct ami iiiHuence of 
the unforPuiate Nawab {de jure) of the Carnatic, as de- 
scribed by Lord Harris himself and his colleagues in the 
Madras Government, contradict his Lordship’s unfounded 
surmise that these jnincely families must be “ inimical.” 
By his own account “ the considerable excitement, if not 
Avorse” among the Mussulman population, was ciiused by 
the persecution, not by the maintenance, of “ the Court 
at the Presidency,” which he said was sure to be “a 
nucleus of intrigue.” Everything contradicts the notion 
that Prince Azeem Jah was “inimical,” though Lord 
Harris and Lord Dalhousie had ccrtiinly done their best 
to make him so. I am afraid it may be assumed that the 
Prince was guilty of being “ discontented,” but he did not 
despair, — he has never despaired, — and therefore the con- 
servative traditions and instincts of his fiimily kept him 

* Cannitir rnprra, 18l)l, pp. B, 10. t AjUp, p. 70. 
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and Ins relatives tnie to the spirit of the lon^ standlaLf 
alliance, which the stronger party had conteinptuonsly 
repudiated. 

It never seems to have struck Lord TTan ls that people 
were more likely to be “inimical and discontented, ’Nvhen 
])adly off and badly treated, than when they were well 
off and well ti'eated. It never seems to have struck him 
that the Mahomedans of the Carnatic were not likely to 
bc'come more loyal and less fanatical, when* they saw their 
hereditary Prince, the lawful Head of their creed and 
community, disowned and insulted, ex])elled from his 
Palace, and stripped of his property, by the Allies who, 
aeeoi'ding to popular ])elief, and in the words of a Governor 
ol* Madras, “owed their existence in the East” to the 
Na wab’s ancestors. * 

Lord Harris thinks that in 1S.)7 the “Mussulmans of 
Madras were as hostile to our nde as any others of their 
creed in Jndia.^f Did he suj)pose that they had become 
loss hostile, or does any one siipposc that they are less 
hostile now, since the d(‘gradation and impoverishment of 
Prince Azeem Jah ? 

Are there not some reasons to b(‘li(‘ve that such a po])u- 
lation wmdd be more easily kept in orchir, guided into 
useful courses, and traiiud into a higher (avilisation, while 
their director and header was contt'iited, ]i)rosperous, aiid 
harmoniously associate<l with our Governimmt, (ha,n when 
he is ruined and rejected, tilled with the bittci* conscious- 
ness of ill-usage, and rudely thrown ba(;k ibr counsel and 
sympathy upon his exasperated relatives aiid rtjtainers 
It is on stuff like this that Mahomedan fanaticism, in- 
trigues, and conspiracies are fed and thiive, and not 
upon “the pomp and state of Royalty,” as Lord Harris 
imagined. 

It is a matter of no small political lm]X)rtance to keej) 
the Mahomedan population of Southern India in good 
heaii;, and under effective moral control, convinced of 
British honour as well as of British power, yielding 
willing allegiance to the Crown, and intelligent obedience 
to the laws. Nothing teaches and impresses like example. 

♦ Anfr^ p. it. t Anfr, p. Sf!. 
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Notliing w£is so calculated to preserve Mussulman allegi- 
ance, as the sight and example of their Nawab, honoured 
and fiivoured by the Imperial Government. Nothing was 
so calculated to impress them with respect for laws and 
contracts, as tlic example of a powerful Government like 
ours, evincing a scrupulous respect for treaties and en- 
gagements, even witli the weakest of its Allies. TImj 
statesmanship of 18:35 lias taught them a veiy difterent 
lesson. 

The historical antecedents and social energy of tlu; 
Mahomedan tri])eft, entitle them to greater weight and 
greater consldei*ation among the constituent elements oF 
tlui Indian population, than might seem warranted by 
their actual numbers. They congregate in the huge towns 
and cities; and comparatively a small pro])ortlon of their 
creed is to be found among the lowest and most ignorant 
class of agriculturists and labourers. The point oF honour 
is strong among them. Their faculty of combination and 
oF oiganisation under a chosen leader, is greater than that 
of the Hindoos. Their political iniluemn has never died 
away ; and eveiywhere a certain undellnable deferenc(^ is 
still shown by all classes of the community to a Maho- 
nu’dan of res[)eetable standing. 

Ill Southern India,- the Deccan and the Carnatic, - 
particular attention is due to the views and sentiments oi‘ 
the Mussulman population, because, in addition to other 
ri'asons, they furnish far more than their due share of 
recruits, and the absolute majority (d" Native commis- 
sioned and non-commissioned othcers, to the Madras 
Army. That Ai’iny (and the same may be said of the 
Hyderabad Contingent) is animated and swayed by Mus- 
sulman feelings and traditions. 

Just as it has become the fashion, even among those 
whose duty it is to be well informed on these points, to 
set down the inliabi tints of the Madras Presidency in 
general as a spiritless and pusillanimous race, so it seems 
to be taken for granted that the Madras Sepoys, having, 
with the exception of one Cavalry Regiment, behaved 
well in 1857, are a quiet, orderly set of fellows, who take 
no interest in political events, and that since the mutiny 
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of Vellore in 1806, whicli wjus brought about by an iia- 
prudeiit provocation, there has been no reason to doubt 
tlieir loyalty to the Government, and their attaelim^t to 
tlieir ofticers. I have endeavoured to slwke the delu- 
sion a.s to the fighting capabilities of tlie Soutli by re- 
e4illing some almost forgotten incidents of tlie Polygar 
war.* I miglit easily, also, adduee a chain of incidents to 
sliow the false estimate tliat has been formed of the tem- 
per and latent motives of the Madras troop?^, including the 
detection of a great military conspiracy Avith marked 
jjolitical aims at Bangalore in 183:2, when four of the 
I'iiigleaders were blown from guns, and two were shot, 
besides several minor mutinies since that time ostensibly 
about pay, marches, and other alleged grievances. 

It is ti’ue that the Madras Army behaved wi‘11 in 1857 : 
both the men and their officers deserve nuah more credit 
and honour tlian they got, for tlu'ir (‘xccllent state of 
discipline and their good conduct in the liidd and in 
c[ua, iters, during the time of trial. But it would be a-l)- 
siu'd to fall into dreams of fancied secinity, (‘itlii'r al)out 
them or the Pun jaubces, - commonly called in hingland 
th(j ‘‘ Sikh ” Hegiments, and su[)pose(l fo hv r(‘cruii(;(l from 
the tiibes of that creed, Avho in fact, though giving a c(‘r- 
tain character and spirit to the battalions in whiib tlaiy 
serve, do not contribute! •more than twenty pel* cent, to 
their numerical strength. 


We sliall profit, if wo nro wise, by the (!oinisc‘l wliicli tlio bit 
Ibijali of Puttiala, oiir faithful ally, and himself a Sikh, addm/M 
to Mr. Raikes : — ^ Wait, sir, till this excitement 
.uirfeit of pliiiider, be over; wait till yon 
Sikhs in your cantonments ; and then 
you of the danger.^ 

Mr. Raikes proceeds j^mier 

impression on as OQ|||^^^|^^B|^^^^^Hpei'Cfiamber- 
a Sepoys 

a Hubject 

received from 


Rajah 

The The Bengal Army was Brah- 

min. iwl^BTOSWise, theMadi-as Aiiny is Mussulman. 

* IH to 20. t Kdivlmiyh lierlf’ir, Oct<»l)or IHlil’*, p. r,|0. 
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The Mahortiedans take tlie lead and give the general 
tone to the Anny. One-third of the Madras Infantry, 
nearlfF the whole of the Cavalry, and more than half 
of the Native* Officers and Sergeants, are Mahomedan. 
That peculiar element in the population of India has 
never been supposed to be less inflammable than the 
Hindoo element. 

It may be mentioned here that Syud Ahmed, the fanatic 
leader of a religious invasion of the Punjaub, which gave 
Kunjeet Sing much trouble in 18 : 15 , and founder of the 
Wahabee colony in Sibina, which gave us so much trouble 
in 1858 and 180 : 1 ,* came from Arcot, the district which 
furnishes a large pro})oi’tion of Mussulman recruits for 
tlie Madras Army, — a fixct worthy of notice, both as indi- 
cating the latent capabilities of the population from which 
that remarkable man sprang, and also as giving a hint of 
the strange and unaccountable connection and communi- 
cation })etween the most distant parts of India, which 
circumstances every now and then reveal. 

Still, any one who pleases may believe, though I can- 
not, that the Madras S('poy is made of* a different clay 
from the high-caste Poorbeeas who filled the Bengal Army, 
that he is a t<ime creature of domestic habits, and totally 
devoid of ambition, or that he is deeply convinced of the 
blessings of British rule, and d(yvoted to British interests. 
My own belief, shared by many who were in the best 
})osltion for judging at the time, is that d\iring the crisis 
of the Bebellion, before Delhi tnis taken, the Native troops 
at Nagpore and Hyderabad were tiimpered with, and that 
such answers were returned to these oveHures ius cleai’ly 
proved that the sympathies of the Madras Sepoys were 
entirely with tlie hisurrectionary movement, and that if 
they had got a tempting opportunity they would have 
joined in it. They only wanted a beginning to be made, 
and a rallying-point of some sort,— the standard of a 
Prince, a popular pretender, or noted religious teacher, to 
be exhibited, — for them to take their paH against us. No 

And the dispersion of which is said to be one object of the large 
foivc now as.seinblcd ^Oetol>€‘r 18 d 8 ) in the Hn^ara country undfr 
(Jencral Wilde. 



THE CHEAT rAKLlAMENTAHY BOEK. 


89 


siicli nillymg-point appeared. No iiifluoiitial leaders came 
lor ward. The tentative outbreaks at Hyderabad and Nag- 
pore failed ; and after such a check to tlie first ebullition, 
it of course became doubly difficult to get the steam up 
ogain without some fresh encouragement. Instead of that, 
the tide turned steadily in favour of the British Govern- 
ment. Several plots and risings in the Mahratta Pi'ovinci's, 
within the range and hearing, as may be said, of tlie Madi-as 
Army, failed signally. The con.spiracy atSattara was de- 
feated and punished. The mutiny of Boml)ay troops at 
Kolapore was put down by General Le Grand Jacob in 
August ; and a second attempted outbreak at the same 
place, in December 1857, was promptly crushed by the 
same officer, who had been invested by Lord PJph instone 
with full civil and military powers. Delhi was taken in 
September; Lucknow was relieved in October 1857. 
British troops were beginning to disembark at every poi t. 
The moment of imminent danger passed away. Lnt it 
would be a great mistake to underrate the jnagnitude and 
peril of the crisis that was safely passed tlirough at Jlydca- 
abad and at Nagpore. At Hyderabad, tlie tirmness and 
vigilance of Salar Jung, the Mini.ster of tlie Nizam, with 
difficulty prevented a general Mahomedan rising. At Nag- 
])ore there were plottings enough, but owing to the wisdom 
and prudence of a venerable lady, the Banka Ba(;e, (tlnj 
widow of Ilughojee the Second, who fought against us at As- 
sayeand Argauin,)the most imjxirtant conspiracy was never 
brought to maturity. The Mahratta ( liieltaiiis and old 
military officers of the Rajah at Nagpore, without her 
countenance would not attempt a rising ; and the actual 
coi^pinicy, revealed and frustrated at the eleventh hour, 
was almost entirely carried on by Mussulman fanatics. As 
it was, their first blow very nearly succeeded. A little 
more encouragement from any member of the dethroned 
family, a little more boldness and determination, an hour or 
two more to pei’fect their preparations, would almost cer- 
tainly have given immediate success to the Mahomedan cfin- 
spirators. It is ten miles from the city of Nagpore to the 
military cantonment of Kamptee, where the small fon^e of 
European troop.swas statioiuMl. Th(Tc was nothingtooppose 
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the plan of murdering the Commissioner and his Englisli 
assistants, and plundering the J'reasury and Arsenal, which 
were then isolated and almost defenceless. A sufficient 
number of the local troops had joined in the plot, to have 
(iftected all this with ease, if they had acted promptly. 
Such an auspicious beginning would, in the month of June 
1857, have teiTibly tried and shaken tlie Madras Sepoys ; 
<ind tile effect of the news on the immense and turbulent 
population of Hyderabad would probjibly have been de- 
cisive. An attack was made on the Hyderabad Residency 
liy a liody of insurgents on July 17th, 1857, which though 
feebly susbiined, for want of an influential leader, shows 
the sjiirit that Wcis abroad, and which a very little success 
would have rendered quite ungovernable. The Nizam and 
his Minister, Salar Jung, if they had endeavoured to stem 
the flood, would have been swept away, and some other 
member of the family raised to the throne. The Mahrat- 
tas of Poonah and Sattara., then hot-beds of‘ conspiracy, 
and of Kolapore,- -where both mutiny and rebellion sub- 
sequently occurrt'd, — all the petty Rajahs and Sirdars of 
the South and West, would have risen at the signal from 
Nagpoi'c. Kurnool and Cuddapah, two Madras districts 
containing numbers of warlike Pathan IMahomedans, would 
have followed the example of Hyderabad. And if the con- 
tiigion of mutiny had onc(^ reached the Madias Sepoys, — 
especially through the medium of the Nizam, the Prince 
whom their leading men look up to, — it wo\dd have spread 
among them like wildfire, just as it did in the Bengal 
Army. Had one Madi-as Brigade gone wrong in the midst 
of the Delhi excitement, there would have been a series of 
disasters and massacres throughout the length and breadth 
of the Southern Presidency, then almost denuded of Euro- 
[)ean trooj)S. We should have had to make a fresh start 
from our stronghold at Calcuthi or Bombay. Our enemies 
^vould have had time and space to organise and establish 
themselves ins a regidar Government, and no Native State 
could have continued to uphold our cause. We should no 
longer have been able to talk about a rebellion. We should 
have had to enter upon the conquest of India almost as 
foreign invaders, and without possession of the revenues. 
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From tliis incalculable aggravation of the liorroi*s and 
perils of 1857, we were “saved,” in the words of one of 
Lord Dalhoiisie’s most constant and devoted admirers, 
‘‘by the Nizam.”* That Prince, the head of a State for 
sixty years in close and faithful alliance with ns, had been 
told by Lord Ualhoiisie, in time of profound peace, and 
without consulting the Resident, that ours was “a great 
(Government, whose power” could “ crush bim at its wilL'f 
a piece of vulgar blustering, which abmd is sulhe-ient to 
stamp the man who could make use of it as untit for bis 
(‘xalted and dignified position. In the same letter Lord 
Ualliousie calls upon the Nizam, “to rc'cognise the ri^al 
dangers which surround” him. J blow little did this arro- 
gant adviser know where the real danger was to be lookcal 
tor, and whom it threatened 1 
This menace of “ crushing” secans to have lieen oni' of 
Lord Dalhousie’s favourite formulas : he apjiears to have 
considered its application to our most faithful and sub- 
missive Allies peculiarly appropriate and im])i‘essive. We 
meet with these very words, - the bad taste Inaghtcmed 
by bad grammar,— in the seventh paragrapli of his Fare- 
well Minute, aj)plied to the ])resent Rajah ILinbcer Sing 
of (_/ashmere, son of (loolab Sing, who was tlien in a <le- 
clining state of health : 

“ And when, as must soon be, the Maharajah sluill ])a'<s away, 
Ills son, Moean Runboer Sing, will have enough to do to niain- 
tiiin his ground against rivals of his own blood, williout giving 
any cause of offence to a powerful neighbour, which he well knows 
can ern^Ji Jiitii at Jiiti 

In July 1857, Rajah Goolab Sing did pass away, aiid 
Rnnbeer Sing, instead of wasting his resources in fighting 
any rivals, managed somehow or other to advance fifty 

* “Madras was saved by the Nizam ,” — The {^juridlin', Octobiir Olh, 
1800, —see Retrospects and Prospects of Indmn Pohcif, p. 200. 

t Papers, the Nizam, 185i, p. 42. These words, taki‘n from llui 
oTieiul English version, are brnl enough ; but the literal meaning of Imo 
Persian \evh,^ paemal kardan,* actually used in the Govcrnor-tienerid s 
letter, in Uo trample under foot d For this aggravation of the insu t 
Lord Dalhousie cannot be held accountable, but it shows gro'.s incom 
petenco in the Persian Department of the Foreign Secretariat. 

J Papers, the Nizam, 18.54^ p. 4^1 
^ Mar(iais of Dalhousie s Minnie, I8o0, p. <». 
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lakhs of rnjx^es (£500,000) to Sir John' Lawrence, and to 
send 3,500 of Ins own troops to assist in the siege of Dellii. 

At Hyderabad also, in the same critical period, the 
usual agitation and disorder of a succession occurred — 
Naslr-ood-l)owlah, the late Nizam, having died in July, 
1857“ yet the firmness of the present Prince restrained 
the warlike tiihes and fanatical Mahomedans of his domi- 
nions and of Southern India, and facilitated every move- 
ment of the Madras Army ; while more than one-half of 
that Hyderabad Contingent, which Lord Dalhousie politely 
infoimed the Nizam’s father, in the letter already quoted, 
was “ tlie main sup[)ort on which depended the sta])ility 
of his throne,”* was pushed forward beyond the Nizam’s 
fi’oiitiers into our own provinces, to ujJiold the stability of 
om' Empire against our own mutinous troops and our own 
rebellious subjects. 

Yet from respect for the memory of such a false pi’ophet 
a,s L()]’d Dalhousie, and to save the credit of such inconsi- 
derable statesmen {is Lord Lyveden {ind Lord H{irris, this 
iiKinifest ini(puty, this repnmch to the British Crown, {ind 
constjint source of irrit{iti()n 5ind disgust to a most deserv- 
ing, intelligent {ind industrious population, is to be con- 
firmed {ind pcrpetiKited ! It is incredible. It cannot 1 h‘. 
No one likes it; everyone is {isluiined of it. Even Mr. 
Lowe, iifter Iniving giviui his own version of the course of 
our reliitions with the Walhijah fiunily, down to the reject 
tion of Prince Azeem Jah, concluded by {idmitting tlnit 
“he did not siiy tluit such transactions as these were 
nuitters which anyone could look iit with great pleasure. ”t 

No one has looked at them with any pleasure, since 
Lord Dalhousie’s short-lived reputation was shivered to 
{itoms in the earthqiuike of 1857. Not one Governor oi* 
M{idra.s since Lord Harris, not one Indian Minister since 
Lord Lyveden, luis reviewed the case of Prince Azeem 
J{ih without evident compunction. The thing is notorious ; 
it is pi^tent to the world. Eveiy Minute, every despatch 
that Inis seen the light, Inxs tended to disclose the fact. 
Each successive debate in Parliament has presented the 

* the 1854, p. 41. 

t vol. p. 1<^1»8. 
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spectacle of some leading statesman, in or out of office, 
eager to disclaim responsibility for this crying injustice' 
Sir Charles Wood tries in vain to sliake it from his skirts. 
Lord Stanley plainly indicates that he would have re- 
dressed it if he had had fime.^ 

The Chairman of the East India Company denies that 
tliere was anything like unanimity in the (\)urt of Direc- 
tors. Being tiiunted with liaving signed tlie de8])atch 
conlirmiiig the decision of Lords Harris 'and Dalhousie, 
Colonel Sykes, M.R for Aberdeen, after strongly su])p()rt- 
ing the claims of Prince Azeem Jah in the debate of the 
nth of July, l(S(i4, observed that “the despatches were 
signed ministerially by the Directors, and tliat the ()])in- 
ions he entertained, when he signed that letter, were the 
same as he had now expi‘<\sscd.”f 

In short, the actual position of tlu^ British Government 
with lelereiice to the Wallajah family rests on no autho- 
l ity at all. It has no moral basis ; it is repudiated by the 
moral S(Mise of every one who has exainiiuMl it closely, i‘vaai 
of those official persons uho leel most a(Mit(‘ly the formal 
difficulty of reversing it. 

Tt, in order to a})ply another test, we even sup})ose the 
exclusion of Prince Azeem Jah from his fatluirs dignity 
to be strictly just, no one can deny that tin.* sjune injuilous 
effect has been produced on the public mind as if it were 
grossly unjust. For this thing was not dom; in a corner. 
The machinery employed in executing and sustaining the 
(\arnatlc confiscation luis been completely uncovered, and 
displayed to the whole world. 

The working of British institutions is much more clearly 
understood and appreciated now-a-days in India, than 
was the ciise twenty years ago. Nevvsj)apeis and Blue- 
books are not only read by Natives of English education, 

* Having voted for Mr, Smollett’s motion in favour of Prince Azeem 
Jah on June 18th, 18(54*, in the conversation which followed the diviKiou 
liord Stanley said that — “ No decision was come to by him, as Soere-, 
tary of State, on this subject. The memorial, no doubt, arrived wIjcji 
he was at the India*Office ; but, to the best of liis recollection, lie re- 
paired further information about it, and therefore had no opportunity 
of coming to a decision on it before lie quitted office.” 

t 7/(/w Y//v/, vol. clxxv, p. It5<)7. 
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but are also transioitted and translated to the dependent 
Sovereigns, Chieftains and landlords. The names of our 
leading statesmen and their avowed or supposed views on 
Indian subjects, are known and canvassed in the Durbar 
and the closet of every Nawab and Eajah, and by all 
Natives who are int^i^ested in such matters throughout 
India. And in all classes, except the very lowest and 
most ignorant, there are many who are deeply interested. 

Loi’d Canning did not fail to observe the momentous 
conse({uences that might ensue from the Increasing pul)- 
lic-ity given to ail the proceedings of our Government, and 
the growing avidity with which they were })erused in 
India. IFis testimony is worthy of notice. 

Since 1 849, the official correspondence on not less tlian sixteen 
or seventeen cases of doubtful succession and of adoption linve 
been printed by orders of Parliament. In these papers there is 
every variety of opinion ns to the claims of Native States on the 
0110 hand, and as to the duty, rights, and policy of the British 
(Jovernmont on the other. 

And it must not bo supposed that because these document^ 
are published in Blue Books and in Ihiglish they are beyond tlii' 
knowledge of Native Courts. They are, on the contrary, sought 
for and studied by those whose dearest prospects they so closely 
affect. It is not many months since 1 was informed, by the 
Governor (JoneraPs Agent in Central India, that a Native Court 
had received from England the Parliamentary Papers on Bhar 
before they iiad reached my own hand.^^* 

Is there anything in the original process against Prince 
Azeem Jab, or in the course of his appeal, as placed before 
the world in the published documents and in the Parlia' 
menhary Debates, likely to persuade any person interested 
or any disinterested inquirer, I will not say that the Prince 
Avas justly excluded from the succession, but that any one 
can noAv believe him to have been justly excluded ? 

Of the Minutes and despatches it Ls unnecessary to say 
much more here. They have already been treated at 
sutticient length. From someAvhat extensive personal in- 
.qiiiry, I cxin confidently assert that an Intelligent Hindoo 
or Mussulman finds it so difficult fully to realise the insu- 
lai* arrogance Avhich too often darkens the judgment and 

* Adoption t)f April ^Jodij 1800, p.ara. 7. 
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(leadens the sympathies of British rulers in India tliat 
statements and arguments whieli we simply set ius 
erroneous, appear to them so unfounded, unnatural and 
unreasonable, as to be cpiite irreconcilable with sincerity 
and good faltli. They c^dl them prevarications and sub- 
terfuges. I am afraid the judgment of an intelligent 
foreigner would be veiy inucli the same. 

In 18.54, wlien Nagpore was about to be annexed, Mr. 
jMansel, the Iiesident, liinted this very 'plainly to tlu' 
(lovernor-General ; but, of course, his words were wasted. 
“The reasons,” he said, “for our refusal to allow adojition 
are not nitelli(/U)le to the native aristocracy. 

However effective those statements and arguments inay 
Iiave been in the secret chambers of Madras and LeadcMi- 
hall Street,— h(_nvever ccjnseientiously they may have betai 
advanced, before the othc^r side of the (piestion was IknihI 
at all, —tlu^y have now been exposed to th(‘ light of day, 
to the rude air of jiiiblic discussion, and will In'ar no nioi i; 
liandling. Sir Charles Wood, in 1802, is seen to (hdlno 
n'peating them on his^wn authority. Ho gives a sum- 
mary of them as “.the grounds of the decision” of 1855, 
pliich lie does not feel “justified in disturbing, ”*|* but that 
is all. 

Those who are inclined to favour PrincM^ Azoem Jahs 
]avtensions will hardly be convinced of tlnar imaginary 
nature, when they see them supported by ninetv-two 
members in an assembly always averse to such topics, and 
without the stimulus of a party struggle, -when they s(M‘ 
the ungi-ateful Cisk of bi-inging the subject before the House 
of f ommons, undertaken by men of such divergent vi(iws 
in politics as Mr. Smollett, Mr. Layard and Mr. H. ,1. 
Bi li 1 1 io, repej ited ly si istai ned by the cl i i val rou s ef f( )rt s o f t h e 
present Lord Chief Baron, Sir Fitzroy Kelly, and sanctioned 
by a statesman so distinguished as Lord Stanli/y, who lias 
been Secretary of State for India. Lord Stanley voted on 
the 13th of June, 18G4, for Mr. SmolletCs motion, and it 
was formally announceci in the Moriii)i(f Hr raid that he 
MRS only prevented by illness from voting for Sir Fitzroy 
Kelly’s motion on the 14th of March 18G5. 

* Further Paprra^ Derar, ISoR, j». r». 

t Jy/V, p. SI ; Appeiclix A. 
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Never having been made a (jiiestion of party, the case 
may be said never to lia-ve been fairly taken into consider- 
ation by the House of Commons. On the 13tli of June, 
18G4, the Ministers, as alrejidy remarked, remained silent, 
and the debate was abruptly cut short by a division which 
was stigmatised aa “a dodge.” Nuiety-tvvo members 
voted or paired on the 1 4th of March, 18G5, in favour of 
inquiry into tlie case, and the Government only obtained 
a majority of IG by their own 24 official votes. 

The Government cannot venture to Subject their own 
proceedings to tlie calm consideration and report of a 
Select Committee, or even to make known the advice of 
their own law officers. 

The formal support of the House of Coiiimons can add 
no moraf weight to the Government, while it refuses in- 
(|uiry and avoids discussion, and yet escapes defeat at tlu^ 
liands of nearly a hundred independent members only by 
summoning its full official strength to vote in favour of its 
own decision. Including all the divisions, more than a, 
hundred and twenty members hav^declared themselves in 
favour of Prince Azeem Jah’s claims. 

Three eminent Judges now on the bench, tlie Lord 
Chief Baron, Mr. Justice Lush and Sir Travers Twiss, and 
tlie present Advocate General of Madras, the Hon. J. B. 
Norton, the first-mentioned speaking many times from his 
place in Parliament, the others in written opinions, — have 
[ironounced tliemselves convinced, without doubt or hesi- 
tation on any one point, of the justice of Prince Azeem 
Jah’s pretensions, and of the utter groundlessness of the 
pretexts by which they liave been hitherto disputed. All 
these opinions have been printed and published, and, like 
the debates and divisions in Pai-liament, are as well under- 
stood by those interested, and by educated Natives in 
India, as they are by us in England. What has the 
Government to set against them ? The Minutes of Lord 
Harris, and the tacit approval of Lord Lyveden 1 

It is to be feared that the Government has trusted for 
the preservation of its moral and intellectual supremacy 
in India, in the face of such an array of indignant remon- 
strance, less to the world-wide fame and vast influence of 
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tlie great authorities just mentioned, than to the political 
ignorance and apathy of the Indian people. That coii- 
teiiiptuous policy may be pursued too far. Too much re- 
liance may be placed on the apparent apathy of a people 
not encouraged or accustomed to tell us their feelings. 
Tlie ignorance, also, may be less than we suppose. And 
after all, what is there in popular ignorance ? Judg- 

ing from historical experience, we should rather look upon 
it as a constiint ,danger, most elfectually tempered and 
r(\stra.ined by extreme veneration for the persons and 
ptigeantry of hereditary Princes. 


1 trust 1 shall not be misinterpreted, or misunderstood, 
from anything 1 have said in the prew'ding section, as 
advising that the Nawab of tlie Carnatic should he ribi- 
stated, in oi’der to conciliate tlie Southern Mahornedans, 
^and avert their fanaticiil hostility, or in order to prevent 
a mutiny in the Madras Army. I do not profess to si^e 
any immediate cause for anxiety. 

1 am not one of those who believe in blood-thirsty 
fanaticism as an ordinary characteristic of the Mussulman , 
liiith.* I no more believe the Rebellion of IHoT to havi; 
been the result of a Mussulman plot, than 1 believe it to 
have been a mere military mutiny. 

I am, in fact, much less of an alarmist than many of 
the most distinguished public servants, now actively em- 
ployed in India. For example. Sir Richard Temple, then 
Pesident at Hyderabad, in a despatch of the Ifith 
August, 18G7, from which I shall have to cjuote several 
passages of a more agreeable nature, writes as follows : — 

* An able writer with whom I seldom have the good luck to agree, 
m an article of the JSdinhurgh Review for October IBOb, on which I 
have made gome comments elsewhere, (Retronjwcts avd Vrospects of 
Indian Policy, pp. 227, 235) has collected with great care some inter- 
esting facts recalling the large amount of aid afforded by Mnssiilrnfin 
l^rinces, and the many instances of fidelity and devotion among Mus- 
sulman officials, during the terrible days of 1857. 

II 
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Not to go too far back, 1 have known, even within the last 
five peaceful years, instances occurring, on the average about 
once every two or three months, of seditious or treasonable pro- 
ductions, in all probability emanating from, or traceable to, the 
Brahmin priesthood. This hostility is oven stronger in the 
Mahomedan priesthood ; with them it literally burns with an un- 
dying flame ; from what I know of Delhi in 1857-58, from what 
I am authentically informed of in respect to Hyderabad at that 
time, 1 believe that not more fiercely does the tiger hunger for 
his prey than dobs the Mussulman fanatic throughout India thirst 
for the blood of the white intidel. All this may be very sad, but 
it is no use disguising a fact which is incvitable.^^* 

Nor do I look with suspicion upon the troops recniitcd 
from any ])rovince or district in India, or regard the 
Native Ai*my {xs a necessary evil, to he kept at the mini- 
mum of numbers, and not to he trusted with tlie most 
efficient arms. If the Empire were organised so as to 
subserve the national honour and interests of both East 
and West, and not tlie professional interests and nepotism 
of the West only, — if the policy of conteiiH)t were aban- 
doned, and a policy of confidence adopted, — India would 
become a source of milibiry strength to (b eat Britain, in- 
stead of paralysing her right anii in peac(*, exposing in- 
cessantly a vulnerable pomt, where in war a well aimed 
blow might cause a fixtal hemorrhage. Thc‘r(^need be no 
, distrust of Mahomedans, Sikhs, Poorbeeas, oi* Malirattas, 
so long as the prevailing tone and temper of the country 
are in favour of tlie British Government, or at least .in 
favour of order and obedience. So long as the leaders of 
the people are well disposed, the Aimy will be well dis- 
posed. If the Mussulman Chieftains and nobles are well 
disposed, the fanatics of that creed may be disregarded. 

But we have done a great deal to make the leaders ill- 
disposed, while they have had much reason to feel their 
own value and their own strength, and to calculate ours, 
— which, enormous as it is, and is known by them to be, 
was before 1857 an incalculable mystery. The classes 
immediately below them, — and for several grades down- 
wards,- among whom their instmetom and advisers arc 
to be found, - the reflective, active-minded ckusses, whether 

* firi/is/t and Native Admlnisfrnflon^ p. 71. 
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educated in the Englisli or the Oriental style, are hccoiuiier 
daily more ambitious, more sensitive, more observant of tlie 
outer world, and of the political events and changes tluit 
are taking place elsewhere. As Sir Kichard Temple re- 
cently remarked in the despatch to which 1 have already 
referred “ In the event of any future European war or 
complication seriously involving Great Britain, we nuist 
be prepared for the people of India liaving a far nicer ap- 
ju'cciation of the crisis than they have evm* before had on 
similar occasions.”* The masses, who o])ey no impulse 
that does not come from tliose of their own blood and 
language to wlioni they are accustomed to look up for 
guidance, are ceitainly not becoming more content with 
nur rule. When most prosperous, they have no enthusiasm 
in its favour. In .the words of Colonel W. F. Eden, Go- 
veinor-Generars Agent in Bajpootana, written in August, 
IS()7, — “A Native administration has to a Native a 
warmth and geniality, if such terms may be applied, as 
compared with our Government, which, although ad- 
mitted to be more just «and eipiitable in all resjands, 
strikes him as cold, hard, and unimj)a,ssioned.”t But 
somehow or other, the ])eople at large do not 
themselves to be prosperous under our i’ul(\ This is 
fully adrniited by some of the ablest officers now tuigageil 
in the Government of British Brovinc(‘s. Here is tlui 
Opinion of Mr. II. H. Davies, Chief Commissioner of Oiuh', 
dated 16th July, 1867. 

An uneasy sense is felt of an intonser strn;^glo more 
scantily rewarded. This, 1 am told by observant Natives, is the 
spreading sentiment among the rural classes. The oomplaiut is 
that there is no hnrJnit “(blessing)'^ under the British (loveninu'nt. 
It may be remembered that Colonel Slceman nnaitions exactly 
the same grievance being adduced by the Jats of the Delhi terri- 
tory. The meaning is that the toil is greater, nature more nig- 
gardly, the battle of life harder. The agrarian mind attribute's 
the change to the foreign rule, to the remittance of money to 
England, to the decay of Native manufactures, to anything in 
short which runs counter to its prejudices.^^f 


* Papers, British and Nafivp Administration, p. 71, 
t Ibid., p. 01. I fbid., p. 11. 
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A very similar account is given by tlie lamented Mr. 
A. A. Roberts, then Judicial Commissioner in the Pun- 
jaub, who died witliin a few months of the date of his 
letter, August 29th, 1867.* 

Neither of these well-qualified witnesses rejects with 
scorn the notion that the people at large have any real 
grounds of discontent, — on the contrary, they rather 
support it. But it matters not for our present inquiry 
whether the popular complaints against the British Go- 
vernment are true or untrue, fair or imfair, reasonable or 
unreasonable. All that concerns us is that this uneasy, 
dissatisfied feeling exists, and is confined to no one class 
in particular. It indicates a loss of moral authority on 
the part of our Government. Wlien tliat uneasy feeling 
has reached a cert.ain pltcli, and has lasted a certain time, 
the ruling Power, whatever it may be, ceases imperceptibly 
to lead or to gov(;rn the country, — it can only coerce. And 
when a Govei’ninent is compelled to trust to physical 
power only, older may be preserved for a time, but thert^ 
will be no real progress — none, at least, in favour of the 
governing class, or under its direction. A change may be 
slowly preparing, but when it comes it will be violent and 
destructive. 

if we are once more to amass that great fuiUi of moral 
power which Lord Dalhousie sqiiandei’ed, we must strike 
out a different course from that which has been pursued 
by his favourite Lieutenant for the last five years. The 
conservative elements which saved the Indian Empire 
from dissolution in its first great trial of 1857, have not 
been strengthened duriftg the administration of Sir John 
Lawrence. On the contrary, they have been weakened 
and diluted. They have not, however, iis yet been iiTc- 
trievably scattered and wasted, it is doubtful whether, 
iis they stand at present, they would operate as effectually 
in our favour, in the event of a second trial, as they did 
in the first. Nor must we expect a second trltil to be 
exactly like the first. 

The Bengiil Sepoys would never have mutinied, if they 
had not fully expected, and with good reason, that they 
were only giving the signal for a general rising. Their 
* Fapfra, British and Kafirc Aihniuisfmtiov, p. 112. 
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reasoning M as good, but insufficient. Statesmanlike ob- 
servation and superior knowledge, fortified by the gallant 
beading and unceasing instructions of the Britisli Uesirlenls, 
kept the more considerable Native Sovereigns and tlieir 
]\Iinisters in the right path.* The minor Chieftains, 
restrained by their heavy stake fi'om pi’ematurely com- 
mitting themselves, watched the movements of their more 
powerful brethren, and waited for something decisive. 
Mho attempt to re-establish the Imperial throne at Delhi, 
which appeared at the first blush to have been a politic 
step on the part of the mutineers, and a formidable blow 
to British power, was, in truth, the turning point in our 
hivour. It frightened tlie Hindoo Piinces, ami threw the 
Sikhs into our arms. But while it frightened tlie Princes, 
to M^hom it suggested territorial restitution, tribute, and 
vassalagi', it pleased their soldiem and subjects, and roused 
the leading spirits among them to enthusiasm. And thus 
we saw {Scindia and Holkar, the two ni(»st important 


^ T'lic only Resident at a Nafive Court of any eonse(|ncnco wlio 
Lrokc down completely in the crisis of 18^7, was Colonel (nuw Sir 
lli'iiry) Durand, in ehar^re of the Uesideiicy at Tndore, llolkar’s eu|)ital, 
during the absence of Sir R(d)ert Dauiilton. He was so Idind to whiit 
nas ])as8ing close to his own doors, so TU'gh'ctluI of triendly intercourse 
with the Court and its notabilities, so arrogantly regardless ot Native 
counsels amf o[)ini()iis, that an attack upon Ids own liouso by tlio in- 
sui'goiit party took him quite by surprise, and iorci'd him to leave the 
j)lae<', escorted by some faithful troopers in the service of the Heguin 
of Hhopal, and to ^ake refuge in tlio Hritish station of Hoshungabad. 
Here be rushed into the opposite extreme, -jumped to the conelusiou 
that the Maharajah Holkar was implicated in the revolt, and declared, 
in the style of Napoleon, “ The dynasty ol Ilolkar has e 

leigii!” Fortunately Sir Robert Hamilton returned from hnglan. 
lowarda the close of 1857, and his great personal inHnenco and local 
hnowledgo supplied what was wantiiig, whde Colonel Durand, now ui 
his Iruc element as a Jirigadier General, was doing good service in Iho 
held. The long list of errors conimitlcd by this rc-speclahlc olheer 
(luring fifteen years employment in civil and diplomatic duties, a wu) s 
aiising from the same hard sectarian prejudiees, always evincing the 
same inability to estimate human character, and t(> measure human 
motives,— being apparently counterbalanced by his industry, business 
talents, and distinguished military services, holms since that time heh 

the high oflices of Foreign Secretary to Government and Member oi 

the Viceroy’s Council, during which period his persistent ethjrts \v 
confiscate Dhar and annex Mysore, barely failed, ^et lie is si pio 
baWy considered a high authority by sonic [icople. 
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Princes of Central India, thrown into antagonism witli a 
strong body of their own relatives, troops, and followers, 
and their authority far a time overpowered by a vehement 
party of action. The news of the House of Timour having 
resumed Imperial sway raised an excitement and spread 
temptations a})road, that nothing could resist but tlie 
weighty personcd responsibility, the fixed personal in- 
terests, and the limited personal ambition of a reigning 
Sovereign. Biit for this, every barrier would have been 
broken, there would have b(ien no rallying point for the 
prudent and orderly, no place of refuge and repentance 
for those who found out their mistake in time. 

The spccbicle of Hindoos and Mussulmans cordially 
uniting to hail the visionary revival of their ancient 
Monarchy, should have suggested to any Indian states- 
man worthy of the name, that for the future we must 
onlv count to a very slight extent upon religious animosity 
an([ rivalry j)reventing political combinations in India.. 
Our own practice and our own example, — the liberties 
and the disabilities, the merits and demerits of our rule, — 
following hard upon the discipline and policy of Mahratta 
state-craft, have gone very far to extinguish the jealousies 
of race and creed, to jdace all tribes on an ecpial footing, 
and to foster the germs of a national feeling. There is 
nothing now between us and the masses, but their Princes. 
And the Princes, if we do not spurn them, arc entirely 
sul)ject to our intluence. We may continue to administer 
our Provinces in (piiet times, but we cannot govern India 
without the aid of its natural leaders. 

What has been the course of the Indian Government 
since these lessons were offered for its learning ? Every- 
thing that it ought not to have been. Lord Canning 
caught a glimpse of the light, but not enough to guide 
him towards a complete and consistent policy. With a 
brief interval in the hist two yeai*s of his administration, 
marked by the Adoption Despatch, and the restoration of 
two disti'icbs to the Nizam, there has been no change in 
the aspect of the Calcutta Foreign Office towards the 
dependent Princes ; and during the incumbency of Sir 
John Lawrence, it haB drifted back altogether into 
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tlie old ways. Though advantage has very properly been 
taken of a turbulent Ilegeiiey to assume the management 
of Bhawulpoor, there is no visible sign or symptom of any 
general or definite plan for refoming the Native States, 
or for harmonising their institutions to some extent witli 
tliose of our own R-ovinces. Not only Inis there been no 
measure of restitution, but eveiy possible effort wiis 
made to annex Mysore ; and although Mr. Bowring, the 
(Commissioner in charge of that St^ite, has* shown himself* 
quite ready and willing to carry out the intentions of Her 
Majesty's (Jovernment, every possible obstacle is now 
einployed to postpone tlie installation or public recognition 
of the young Maharajah, and to prevent or delay the 
sul)stitution of Native for English management during 
his minority.^ 

The able official of a stiff and narrow school, who, ])y 
an experiment not likely to be repeated, lias lieen left for 
five yeai-s in a place that demands a real statesman, seems 
to have liad only one idea for making British supremacy 
felt among the dependent Principalities, and that was ])y 
making it extremely disagreeable. At the great Durbar 
bold in Agm, in November, 18GG, he lectured and scolded 
the assembled Princes in the very style that was best 
cjilculated to off’end and disgust, and to determine them 
never again to expose themselves willingly to such j)ublic 
humiliation.f When he met the Punjaub Chieftahis at 
Lahore, there was nothing noticeable in his addresses, 
except some self-complacent references to his own career 
in that Province, and a glorification of those British rulers 
of India who could speak the vernacular dialects.^ 

But this mere want of tiict and taste, this bad style in 
matters of Imperial representation, — though a serious 

* We have just heard that tliG young Rajah was enthroned on ttie 
23rd September, 1868, but as this was done in pursuance of peremp- 
tory orders from the Secretary of State, nothing in the text requires 
alteration. 

t See the Tall Mall Gazette of the 24tli December, 1866. 

+ A knowledge of Hindustani, or any other language spoken iu 
India, is likely to be about as useful to a Viceroy or Goveiyior, ns a 
knowledge of Russian or Spanish would bo to our Prime Minister, - 
an accomplishment not to be despised, but no qualification. 
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deficiency in a Viceroy, — is not the smallest fault with 
which Sir John Lawrences rule is to be charged. In the 
general demeanour of his Govenunent towards the Native 
States, and in several recent measures affecting them, 
which bear the stamp of his individuality, there has been 
a marked professional tone, a nasty twang of the old 
(.\)llector. The rulers of millions, connected with the 
Paramount Power by Treaties of perpetual friendship and 
alliance, have been addressed and ti’eated in a depart- 
mental manner, as if they really were what the FriemJ of 
India and other official organs rejoice to call them, 
“ feudal nobles,” «xs if their dominions were their “ estates,” 
and their subjects were their tenants.” For instance, 
something very like a graduated scale of fines was in- 
stituted, to be imposed on Native States on the occurrence 
of any robbery of our mail in its transit through tlie 
dominions of our Allies. We may remark, by the bye, that 
such robberies, and robberies of all sorts, are notoriously 
(juite as frequc'iit in our territories as in theirs. 

It has just been remarked, that in the crisis of 1857, the 
two most important Sovci‘eigns of Gcntral India, the 
Rajahs Scindia and Holkar, found their pei*sonal inffuencu) 
insufficient for a timerto restinin a large party of their 
troo])s and followci's from joining in the Rebellion. The 
chief obstacle to the free exercise of the Maharajah 
Scindia’s authority in the w'orst days of the Rebellion, 
the chief support of the turbulent party around him, 
consisted of the Gwalior Contingent, a force complete in 
itself,-- Horse, Foot, and Artillery, — with its own ai'senal, 
stores, and cash-chest, raised and disciplined by British 
officers, according to what used to be considered the only 
plan for organising Native troops. The expense of 
this force was imposed upon the Gwalior Stite by Treaty, 
when its unmanageably large Army had been disbanded 
after Lord Ellenboroughs campaign of 1843. At a very 
early period of the outbreak, the Gwalior Contingent 
mutinied, some of the English officers being murdered. 
The mutineers, nearly ten thousand strong, of all arms, 
left their Ciintonments, preseiwing their militixry order 
under chosen leaders, and thronged, clamoi’ous and wild 
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with excitement, around the Maharajah Sciiidias Palace, 
cjilling on him to lead them to Delhi. How the brave yonn^ 
Prince confronted this formidable host, how he humoured 
them, and temporised with them, since he could not fight 
them, — though he tried that also at last, and foiled ; how 
he kept them idle and harmless for months at Gwalior, 
until Delhi was taken, and how, after marching on Cawn- 
|)ore and holding General Windham at bay, the mutineers 
of the Gwalior Contingent, still a compact body, were at 
last routed by Lord Clyde, arc matters of* history, and 
need not be described here at full length. What concerns 
us at present, is, that on the eskiblishment of ordc^r, the 
Gwalior Contingent having been wi|)ed out, its several 
posts and military duties were taken up by regular 
Pritish troops, and by the Maharajah’s augmented forci's. 
As the Contingent system had manifestly foiled in this 
Instance, a new treaty was concluded, ratified by Lord 
(^anning on the 12th December, 1800, under which, cer- 
tain pecuniary advantages were confernal on the Gwalior 
Stitc, and its military force, restricted under the Lri^aty 
of 1844, might be raised to the limit of “ oOOO drilled” 
(Infantry) “soldiers, GOOO Sowars,” (troopers) and “ :3() 
guns with 8G0 gunners.”* 

Lvents had shown, that, but for the contagion of oui 
revolted Sepoys, the Maharajah Scindia could l)av(i easily 
kept his own people quiet. f At an advanced stage 1)1 the 
Rebellion, his own troops, tho\igh quite as ill disposed 
towards us as our mutineers, were in a great me;isure 
obedient to the Maharajah’s commands, so for at least as 
to be inactive and innocuous: while the men of the 
Gwalior Contingent, brought up under Ikitish discij)line, 
from which they had broken loose, set him at defiance, 

* Article ix of the Treaty of 18C0 ; Colladloti of Treaties, Calcutta, 
1804 (London, Longmans,) vol, iv, p. 274. . i -n 

t Holkar, who had in some respects less difficulties to contend with 
than Scindia, and got over them more auickly, would doubtless have 
played .aa good a game on our side, and have won as much renown as 
his neighbour, if he had been equally fortunate in having at his Court 
such a friend and adviser as Major Samuel Charters Maepherson, Uie 
Resident at Gwalior, Scindia’s capital. But it was not so; and con- 
sequently Holkar wiw under a cloud for some time ; hw services were 
hardly appreciated and poorly requited. 
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and took the field against us. As there was no doubt or 
(juestion of the loyalty and steadfastness of this ex- 
cellent Prince, which had been tried severely enough, — 
Sclndia having perilled his life in our cause with con- 
spicuous gallantry on several occasions, — one would have 
supposed that the wisest and most natural policy would 
have been by every possible means to increase his influence, 
and strengthen his hands within his own dominions. 
And such, in fiiCt, was Lord Cannings policy, which Sir 
John Lawrence has done his best to shake to pieces,- — as 
in like manner, and from the same professional habits mid 
prejudices, he perscveringly tried to upset Lord Canning’s 
})olicy in Oude, with regard to the Talookdars, and the 
tenure of land in their estates. 

Scindia, wlio is described as being a born soldier, with 
a remarkable talent for military organisation and evolu- 
tions, well pleased with the concessions of the Treaty of 
18()(), had taken full advantage of them to indulge his 
martial tastes. The greater part of his little army, the 
'' ih'illvd soldiers' permitted by the new Treaty, were 
massed at his capital under his own eye ; and here, in 
unsuspecting complacency, about two yeai’s ago,* he 
invited the British KejSdent to witness a grand review 
of all his troops. Whether the llesident or the Viceroy 
first took fright, I do not know, but the immediate result 
wiis an absolute order, in some form or other, from the 
Government of India to the Mahamjah, desiring that his 
little Army should at once be broken up, the several corps 
dispersed about the country, and that no such large 
cissemblage of troops should again take place. 

It would be difficult to conceive a measiu’e more 
miserable and more unmeaning. I might urge that such 
peremptory interference is inconsistent with the engage- 
ments between the British Government and that of 
Scindia. The Treaty of 1860, which limits the number of 
troops, permits no control over their location or distribu- 

* I have mislaid my memorandum of the date and particulars of 
this tmnsaction, as described in the Indian papers, but as they were 
unanimous in praising the action of Government there can be little 
doubt as to the facts, though I trust for them to niy memory. 
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tion; while, in Article VIII of the Treaty of 1804, 
confirmed by every subsequent engagement, it is expressly 
stipulated^ that '‘no officer of the Honourable C'ompany 
sliall ever interfere in the internal aftiiirs of the Mahara jah’s 
(lovernment and Article IV of the Treaty of 1817, 
confirmed and declared to be " binding” in the Treaty ol‘ 
1860, pronounces the Maharajah to be “the undisputed 
master of his own troops and resources. ”1 No stress manl 
])e hiid upon these conditions ; they are olily to be' taken 
as a sbirting-point ; for undoubtedly, the Paramount 
Power, responsible for the peace of the Empire, cannot he 
bound by the strict letter of Treaties, when the |)nblic 
safety is endangered, and immediate action may be re- 
(jiiired to check hostile intrigue or dangerous excitement. 
Nor is any account or explanation of suspicions and prc'- 
cautions due to the minor State. But such coercive 
action, ecpii valent to open war against a Power of ecjiial 
standing, ought to be very s])aringly used, and only in 
case of urgent necessity. Sir John Lawrence could all(;ge 
no such necessity for intcafering with Scindia’s legitimati' 
authority over his own troops, within his own territories. 
He manifested groundless mistrust of a subordinate Ally 
before all India. Nothing could have been more impoliti<; 
or more ungracious. It was just tlie old leaven of tlici 
])ermanent official, the characteristic disease of the Bengal 
Civilian, — a sort of fussy jealousy, always sure to be 
roused by the portentous phenomenon of any Native, 
whether Prince or peasant, displaying the slightest 
oi'iginality or tndependence, presuming to act or think for 
himself. 

Even if there had been any cause or giound for mis- 
trust, it was most indiscreet and undignified to show it. 
There could be no actual daufjer or vienace to British 
supremacy in the encampment of our Ally’s small Army, — 
a mere Division of second-rate Sepoys after all, — at his 
capital. The idea is ridiculous. What ought, therefore, 
to have been done under the circumstances, is obvious. 
On receiving the Residents report of the un looked for 
efficiency and smaiiness of Scindia s troops, a Viceroy who 

* Collection of Treat les, vol. iv, p. 23B. t Jhlil., ]►. 272. 
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l)ad any statesmanlike insight, would have grasped at 
once at the opportunity of raising the self-respect of a 
well-disposed Prince, and of promoting substantial and 
solid progress in one of the largest Native States. He 
woidd have congratulated and complimented the Malia- 
rajah on having commenced of his own accord the reform 
of his establishments by that of his Army, which he re- 
joiced to hear was now in a high state of discipline ; and 
lie would then liave suggested some other public depart- 
ment, organised on a faulty principle, where improvements, 
liiiited or sketched in outline, might be Introduced witli 
great advantage to the people, and with great honour to 
his Higli ness’s name. 

Even while these pages are printing, tlie following 
jiaragraph appears in tlie Overland Thne.s of India of the 
2()th September, 18f)8, extracted from the Calcutta 
Journals ; — ■ 

‘^Tho (xovornmont have issnod ortlors directing that only a 
limited niunbor of troops are to bo maintained in Native States, 
and that only one yeaPs ammunition is to bo issued to such 
levies.^^ 

So that the orders Issued to the Gwalior State were 
evidently no accidental or Isolated manifestation of mis- 
trust. They were issued in obedience to a great principle I 
Sir John Lawrence, Viceroy of India, considers it a proud 
and prudent policy to tell the Native States all round, 
that the Imperial Power is afraid of them, and declines 
their military services. Although a great number of 
these States pay no tribute whatever, the Governor- 
General insists on relieving them from all military 
(expense or responsibility, and deliberately saddles the 
whole burden of the external and internal defence of the 
Empire upon the British Government for ever. 

Tliere may be difterences of opinion as to the merits of 
this policy ; but no one can deny that it is very unlike 
that which Lord Canning had designed and partially 
carried out during the hist two yeai*s of his administration, 
and which is shadowed forth in the following remarkable 
passages of his last piivate letter to Geneml Sir Mark 
(Gibbon, dated the 24th November, 1880. 
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I have no doubt that the policy of disruption and separation 
was the right one fifty years ago, when the Rohillas and Mahrattas 
possessed armies and artillery which they could increase at 
pleasure without our consent, and, indeed, without our knowledge*. 
Rut now it is quite different. Those Chiefs can scarcely cast a 
gun, they certainly could not equip it unknown to us. Tlu'y 
I'eel their dependence on us, since 1857 more than ever. AVe 
have nothing to fear from them individually, if we treat tlu'in 
rightly; whilst they have individually an infiueuco which is 
invaluable to us as bupremo Rulers in India, ifi we will but tui'ii 
it to account. To do this, we must put them in a position to 
become useful instruments of civil government, and to take a 
pride in it. ft is not a hopeless task, as .some protend. If it 
were, Scindia would not, in May last, when 1 was returning to 
Calcutta, have taken his place in the mail-cart, to meet mo on the 
Trunk Itoad, for no other purpose than to show mo the results of 
his own revision of his revenue assessments, made in compliance 
with exhortations given to him six months before at Agra. 

In one way or another — in every way, in short — we must 
teach those men unmistakeably, that, wlu'ther they be Chiefs of 
States or subjects, no change of the Supreme Power in India will 
be a gain to them, cither as regards property, r(‘ligion, social 
})(')sition, or national prejudices; and that the largest possible 
share of consideration and authoilty which they can have und(‘r 
any Paramount l^ower, they .shall have under ours. If, as is v(‘iy 
])robable, the day of a European war is not distant, the need to 
us of such a conviction in their minds will soon make itself felt. 
To hold our Indian Empire in its present dimensions, through a 
war with France and Russia, we must hold it by some other 
means than the few Engli.sh Regiments which, in such a case, 
would bo spared to us.^^* 

Tlie troops of dependent Sovereigns, so long as tludr 
pay, regularly disbursed, does not unduly encroncli on 
the local finances, cannot be made too efficient. Native 
troops, properly organised, cannot be kept under any 
control equally effective with that of a Native Prince, 
whose personal and hereditary ties and engagements 
constitute a chain of subordination and responsibility to 
the Paramount Power, more clearly defined and more 
easily enforced than any that have ever yet existed, or 
can be devised. 

* A longer extract from this admirable letter was printed in the 
Appendix to Ilptrosi)erAs and Prostimrh nf Tudian Policij. 
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It would be out of place here, and foreign to tl)(^ 
matter in hand, were I to enter on the detailed negotiations 
and arrangements, by which, through some such favourable 
opening as Sir John Lawrence unhappily rejected and 
perverted, a Native Prince might be led to adopt cheer- 
fully the path of order and refonn ; by which his troops 
might be associated and identified with ours, without his 
dignity or authority being lowered ; by which all frontier 
customs or transit duties, impeding commerce between 
his Provinces and ours should be abolished ; by which, 
perhaps, the process of our Courts might run in his 
dominions, and that of liis in oui*s. The administrative 
and executive reform of a Native State is not a plant that 
can grow to its full size in a day. Tact and cordiality, 
genial conlidence. and Avarm ap])reciation of smaU be- 
ginnings, may make tlic plant strike deep root. The cold 
shade and rough usage to which official cultivation lias 
been of late confined, can only stunt the growth, corrupt 
the soil and poison the atmosphere. 

In this matter of the Manarajah Sciiulia’s Army, the 
action of Sir John Lawrence seems to have involved every 
fault that should be avoided in dealing with the depen- 
dent States. (1.) It betrayed petty suspicions and in- 
glorious apprehensions, unworthy of the Imperial J^)W(‘r. 
(2.) It violated a Treaty, — thei’eby shaking respect for 
the solemn engagements on which the moral authority of 
our Government depends, not only in the particular State 
injured, but in every State throughout India. (3.) It 
tended to alienate an able and estimable Prince, and to 
make British supremacy hateful and offensive in his 
councils, and among all his compeers. (4.) By an affront 
so galling, and so publicly administered, aimed at what 
was known to be the Maharajah s special pride and ten- 
derest point, his influence must have been weakened 
generally in his own dominions, and that of the malcon- 
tent and turbulent party everywhere enhanced. (5.) The 
influence of the Maharajah, fiiithfully and beneficially 
exerted on our side in the hist great crisis, has been 
weakened exactly ivhere, judging from the experience of 
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those days, it most required strengthening,- -his pei-sonal 
and undivided command over liis own troops. 

Having thus lowered at one stroke the moral power of 
Great Britain, and of a most useful and deserving friend, 
Avhat positive result did Sir John Lawrence obtain? 
Nothing that I can see, except that of liaving made liim- 
self intensely disagreeable. He did not in tlie least 
diminish the^ jdiysical force available for bad purpos(‘s 
within Scindia’s territories. He weakened the Maliani- 
jahs controlling iuHuence over it; he certainly gaim'd 
none for any British authority. He })robably ofiendc.'d 
and disgusted an intelligent and high-spirited Ihince ; \n) 
assuredly })leased nobody. 

No — there [ am not doing full justice to his “vigilant 
and vigorous policy.” It did please somebody. It dc;- 
lighted the Friend of Indio. This ( alcutta weekly 
paper, which lives on its official connection, and has Ix'en 
for many years more or less the organ of the local Gov(*rn- 
ment,* has never abandoned the rapacious doctrines ol’ 
Lord Dalhousies ei’a, although, as we shall see, it has 
done what, according to its code of f)olitical morality, is a 
very different thing,- dt has /or.savr/i them. Bewilden'd 
a little, as were the official oracles from which it draws its 
inspiration, by the glare of the Rebellion, and still moi(^ 
by the gleam of sunshine in the last yeai* of Lm’d 
(Wming’s administration, it soon recovered its v/ont(‘d 
animation, and resumed its usual course of abusing, in- 
sulting and threatening the most powerful, faithful and 
influential of our friends. 

The following passage from the Friend of India, of the 
2.''dh of October, 18 G 0 , has never perhaps been sur- 
passed : — 

“Annexation is in abeyance for the hour, and it is right that 
Government should forswear all approach to it now. Jhit the 
de.stiny of British power is in time to sweep the elfeto Princc'lings 
who now rule Hyderabad, Gwalior, Indore, Guzerat, and Travan- 
coro off* the face of the Peninsula.^’ 

* Ante, note, p. 74. See also many allusions in General Sir William 
Sleeman’s letters, {SJeeman's Oiide, vol. ii, p. IIOO, etc.) This journal 
has been occasionally edited, for short periods, by Government oflicialn, 
and is frequently enriched by their contributions and comrnunicntioTis, 
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We are to forswear^ for the present that policy whicli 
It is our “destiny” to accomplish “?/r time” or as soon as 
possible. Forswear annexation: swear eternal friendship ; 
swear to respect treaties ''for the hour” the pear is not 
ripe ! 

On the 7th March, 1861, the Friend talked of “weed- 
ing out the estates of such feudal nobles as Scindia and 
Holkar,” in order “to arrive at simplicity of government 
and vigour of administration.” 

Of course, wlien such questions as the confiscation of 
Dhar, and, when that was averted, its retention under 
the management of an English officer long after the Prince 
had atfiiined his imijority, and the maintenance of Mysore 
as a Native State, were yet undecided, the Editor of the 
Friend of India upheld with might and main, both in his 
ordinary sphere and in his far more serviceable capacity 
as Correspondent of the Times, the views of the Calcutta 
Foreign Office, and burst into ecstiisies of invective 
when those views were combated and finally negatived 
by the Home Government. A little damped under 
L<jrd Canning’s later administration, all the old lire revived 
under that of Su* John Lawrence. 

In his letter which appeared in the Times of 6tli 
December, 1865, he denounced the Itajah of Mysore as 
“ a tyrannical sensualist,” and informed the readers of 
the leading journal that this Prince “ enjoifed an income, 
(freafer than the whole Civil List of Fngland.” The 
liajah’s income was about £120,000 a-year. This writer 
blunders terribly whenever he touches on figures. He 
erroneously states that “ we” " twice paid the debts” of 
the Rajah of Mysore. He reiterates this mistake several 
times, and in a letter which was published in the Times 
as late as the 24th August, 1868, he speaks of “ the large 
sums we more than once gave” the Rajah of Mysore, “ to 

E llis debts,” asserting with a distinctness that convicts 
, that “ the money” issued "for the repeated payment 
of the Maharajalis debts came directly out of the Indian 
Treasury.” This is a very inaccurate statement. “We” 
never gave the Riijah a penny to pay his debts, or for 
any other purpose. No sum of money paid to him, or on his 
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account, ever came out of “the Indian Treasury.” II is 
debts were paid from the accumulated surplus revenues of 
Ills own Kingdom, which amounted in 18G1, when 
General Cubbon left Mysore, to upwards of a million 
sterling in hard cash, deposited in the Treasury at Banga- 
lore. The Maharajah claimed this accumulated surplus. 
Into the strength of his demand, and the cogency of the 
argument by wliich it ^as supported, it is quite needless 
to enter. Our Government very propeily declined to 
place this vast sum at his uncontrolled disposfd ; but 
practically admitted his pr-edominant claim over the fund 
by JJaying his debts from it, investing the remaindtu’ in 
4 per cent, paper, and remitting the annual interest fi*om 
this investment for his Highness’s private use.* 

Such is the true state of the case with regard to the 
j)ayment of the Bajali’s debts ; and if contra, sted with the 
description given by tlie Editor of the Friend^ oj India, 
some notion may be formed of the trustworthiness, even 
in a simple matter of account with whicli he was fully ac- 
quainted, of the irresponsible anonymous writer who in 
(.\dcuttix has the credit of being the organ of Government 
House, and in London has tlie immense advanitige of 
occupying the columns of the Times. 

In his frantic efforts to make the prospective restoration 
of a Native Government in Mysore appear odious, this 
writer indulges in indiscriminate abuse of all Native 
Governments. In a letter to the lunes dated the 10th 
of March, 1866, he declares that in Native Sbites, ^^muti- 
lation, the ravishing of women, torture, suttee, and 
sarnadh, or burying alive, are the rule. In a lettcT 
dated March 9th, which appeared in the Times of the Hth 
April, 1867, he says that the restomtion of Mysore would 
be “ equivalent to the restoration of slaveiy in the West 
Indian Colonies,” and that “ horriUe oppression is insqMr- 
ahle from the rule of an idolatrous Hindoo or sensual 
Mussulman.” “ No education but Christian principle or 
a miracle,” can, according to liim, make the Mysore Ivau s 
heir fit to rule over his Hindoo countrymen. He deplores 
“ Lord Cranhome’s act”— which he subsequently terms 
• Mymre Papers, lSCfi,(No, 112) pp. +2, i t. 
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‘‘ folly” and ‘‘ political cowardice,” and declares to have 
done “niiicli to provoke a future rebellion,” — ^‘'in promis- 
ing to make over the four millions of Mysore to a boy 
whose nile can never be made better than that of other 
Native Chiefs, — that is, will be as bad as the Bourbons of 
Naples or Spain.”* 

But he is not content with general objurgation. In 
order to give point and colour to his weekly articles, and 
to the paraphrase of them which each mail brings for our 
edification, he assiduously ra,k(\s together every scandalous 
tale, every rumour of vlolenc(\ o{)pression or intrigue in 
Native Principalities, that Ik; can pick up among the offi- 
ci.al underlings, the missmnaries and the indigo planters 
of his acquahitance ; and these he spreads abroad as 
established facts through the medium of the loading 
journal of Great Britain. Any complaint against a Native 
Prince or Minister that appears iii a petition sent to the 
(^alcuthi P^oreign Ofiice, is at once set down as sufiiciimtiy 
well founded for his ])urpose. Any assertion or opinion 
of any British Agent, even the Palace gossip of a Jie- 
sident’s diary, is gospel truth for him, if it falls in with 
his ordinaiy strain, or, is “communicated” from the right 
(piarter. 

And thus during the last three or four years, the 
Sovereigns of nearly ail the more considerable States, 
many of them excellent rulers, all of them exemplary as 
dependent Allies, have l)een exposed in turn to the insult- 
ing Cidumnies of the Friend of India, which receive a 
publicity and a weight denied to the utterances of any 
other Indian journal, by being repeated at short intervals 
in the columns of the Times ; and in which each Native 
Court, arguing from past events and current report, seems 
to hear the first mutteiings of some official storm, the ad- 
vent of some coercive policy, the revival of schemes of 
annexation. 

In his letter to the Times, dated the 10th of March, 

* Was the Government of the Bourbons quite as bad as all that? 
Wore “ mutilation, the ravishing of women, torture, etc., the rule,” in 
Spain and Naples ? But no writer can always preserve exactly the 
same level of fine writing or of accuracy. 
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18GG, protesting against any tmnsfer of torrltoi-y to 
Native rule that has ever been under Britisli inana<>-o- 
inent, he draws a sad picture of tlie internal. conditiolrof 
the little State of Jheend. “ Only in 18a!),” he says, “ \v(‘ 
gave some lands to the Sikh Bajah of Jheend, and t.> 
this day the sound of his artilleiy may be heard puttii)'** 
down the revolt of the oppressed peasantry.” 

One of the most gallant and faithful of our feudatoi ies 
Is shown up as a tyi-ant, in whose Principality a rebellion 
has raged — he speaks of no intermission,- for seven 
years, artillery being used against th(‘. insurgent peasantry. 
Jf this had really been going on in ISGG, Sir John Lawrence 
ought to be called to account, and also Sir Jiobert Mont- 
gomery, who was then Lieutenant Governor of the Pun- 
jaub. But I suspect “ the sound of that artillery” nevei* 
reached their cars. 

^In the recently printed Blue Book on British ami 
Native Adia'niist ration compared, the jaesent Lieut(aiant 
Governor of the Punjaiib, Sir Donald Macleod, in a lettt‘r 
dated 5th September, 1867, refers in the following terms 
to the brotherhood of Sikh (Jhieftains under his immediate 
supervision, among whom the Bajah of Jhiend holds a 
leading place : — 

The principal CiH-Sutlej Chiefs and the Hajah of Kuppoor- 
thulla have made considerable progress of late yeaj*.s towards the 
adoption of more enlightened j)rinciples of government.^^* 

If a rebellion, requiring artillery for its Hup[)re8sion, 
had been recently raging in Jheend, 1 think we should 
have heard something of it in these Papers. Another 
^listinguished officer. Sir Bichard Temple, for many years 
Sir John Lawrences right-hand man in the Punjaub, now 
Finance Minister of India, in a despatch to be found in 
the same collection, mentions this very State of Jheend 
in terms far from condemnatoiy. ^ 

^'From 1854 to 18G0 I had particular knowledge of the pro- 
tected Sikh States, Cis-Sutlej. These are intertwined and inter- 
laced amongst British districts supposed to bo administered in 
our very best method. Yet I never know any immigration from 


PaperSy Tiriiisli mid Nnthr AdminUtmtioVy 1^68, p. 113. 

I A 



116 


THE GREAT PARLIAMENTARY BORE. 


those States to our districts. The villages of the Puttiala and 
Jheend States especially were among the finest and happiest I 
have ever known, and seemed to be on a par with the choicest 
pieces of British territory.^^ 

And I think I must add the two sentences immediately 
following. « 

^'From 1863 to 1807 I have been acquainted with the British 
district^ on the frontiers of the Native States of Bundelcund, of 
Scindia, and Bhopal ; and have never observed that the people 
preferred our management over that of the Native States. In- 
deed several tracts in that quarter had been unsuccessfully 
managed by the British, though we may hope that this has of 
late years been retrieved.^^* 

Another paragraph from the same despatch, though 
not actually necessary, or strictly relevant to my present 
puqiose, may strengthen the corrective already given to 
the sweeping calumnies of tlie Friend of hulia. 

*Mn 1804 1 passed tlirough the Baroda territory (the Gaek- 
waFs Dominions) ; certainly that district, the valley of the IVlhye, 
is in external prosperity liardly surpassed by any British district, 
any that I have over seen at least. In the Deccan, of late years, 
tlio constitution, system, and principles of the Nizamis civil 
government are really excellent ; this much is certain. That the 
result must bo more or less beneficial to the country is hardly to 
bo doubted. Whether full edect is given to the intentions of His 
lh■ghness^s Government, throughout the Deccan, I cannot yet 
say ; but independent testimony is constantly reaching mo to the 
effect of great improvement being perceptible. Judging from 
the published reports, 1 should suppose that the Native adminis- 
tration in Travancoro must bo excellent. I believe, too, that the 
administration of the Gwalior country, when under the Minister 
Dinkur Kao, afforded a fair example of what Native rulo can ac- 
complish, and that it still continues good under the Maharajah 
Scindia. I have, on the whole, a favounible opinion of the admi- 
nistration of the Nagpore country by the Mahratta Sovereigns of 
the Bhonsla House. There were many excellent points about 
their rulo ; but some of these were owing to the care of British 
Oncers such as Sir R. Jenkins, Colonel Wilkinson, and others.'^f 

Of improvements in Native administration so instituted 
and so mainkiined, we may Avell be proud, as also of the 
effects of our general influence described in the following 

♦ Papers^ British and Native A dwinht ration, 1808, p. 09. 
t Ilml, p. 09. 
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sentence of a despatch from Mr. J. H. Morris, (liief Coin- 
inissioner of the Central Provinces, dated 23rd Aiarust 
1867. * ’ 

The administration of Bhopal, of Travancore, of Puttiala, of* 
the Putwurdhuns, of Gwalior, would not bo what it is, if it wore 
not for !he example, and intluenco of the Paramount Power. The 
influence of our Bosidents, the example of our f,^overumeiit, the 
competition of our provinces, compel Native States to maintain 
order, to administer a sort of justice, to curb oxaction.^^* 

“ Our own Correspondent” in the same letter of the 
loth of March, 1866, goes on to draw another pictui-e, 
equally false in effect, though with a sullieient ground- 
work of truth to save his formal veracity, as that last 
<|Uoted about the ‘'dread artillery” of Jheend. 

Political considerations have led us to make frequent ex- 
changes of land with feudatories like Scindia and the Niznm, and 
mor(i heart-rending cries tluin those which the tenantry have sent 
up to us 1 have never read.'' 

These “heart-rending cries” were “read” by him, no 
doubt, in petitions forwarded to the Calcutta Foreign 
( )Hice, during the first alarm of change. Let us hear the 
testimony of Sir Richard Temple, when Resident at lly- 
(hirabad, as to the actual results of the retransfer of tlie 
Raichore and Dharasco districts, after six years of British 
administration, to the Nizam s Governnient. 

“ I certainly have understood, from oflicers in a position to 
know, that the people much regretted the retransfer, and wcj*o 
full of apprehension. Such, I believe, was the fact at th>' time, 
fhoiffjh they have since not had any cause to lament, for the Nizaitds 
ncil (joverninent in that quarter has been, well rondurted”^ 

In the same letter the Calcutta Correspondent declares 
that “Lord Stanley’s persistence in ciiusing the restora- 
tion of Dhar lias reduced that State' to “a miserable 
couditiony This is utterly untrue. It is, at bt^st, a 
gross exaggeration, founded on some scrap from a despatch 
or petition which he was allowed to see at the Foreign 
Office. Dhar is going on veiy well. 


* Papers, British and Native Administration, p. 85. 
t Ibid., p. 69. 
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In his letter from Calcutta of the 9th March, 1867, 
published in the Times of the 8th April, 1867, still 
hai^mg on Mysore, he forgets ‘‘ Lord Stanley’s persist- 
ence in causing the restoration of Dhar,” and says that 
“ Lord Stanley should have checked his late colleague,” 
(Lord Cranborne,) “ for he knows well the evil involved in 
such an act, contrary to all our policy.” Certainly con- 
trary to “ one' ])olicy, — the policy during the last twenty 
years of the Frknid of India, his official patrons and his 
familiar associates, — the clerks, the shopkeepers, the 
indigo planters and the missionaries, that mixed English 
and half-caste popidation, the colonial cockney dom of Cal- 
cutta. I doubt whether their policy, even if they dignify 
it by the name of Lord Dalhousie’s, will ever be Lord 
Stanley’s. Lord Dalhousie himself might have known 
better by this time, but the cockneydorn of an official 
metro})olis is not easily cured. 

In this letter the writer drops all restraint, and having 
charged Lord Cranlwrne with “folly” and “political 
cowardice,” disjdays his own {)olitical a\idacity by ^vhat is 
[)erhaps the grossest outrage upon which he lias yet 
ventured. As an illustration of what he pretends to 
be the course of Native ride, he refers to that of Holkar, 
“ who,” according to him, “ mutilates his tenantnj, carries 
of their wicesj and rackrents then- holdings till they de- 
sert them.” 

In this case I doubt very much if he had even the 
smallest scrap of a despatch or petition as the germ of his 
ert)p of slanders. Here he had, at the most, some flying 
rumour to salve his very easy conscience under the guilt 
of bearing false witness against his neighbour. The Ma- 
harajah Holkar of Indore has always borne a high cha- 
racter for humanity and benevolence, and has shown 
many signs of being an enlightened ruler ; and whatever 
defects there may be in hLs system of government, it is 
(piite free from any stain of those horroi's which are here 
recklessly imputed to the Prince himself in person. 

Setting aside the specific atrocities imputed by the 
Correspondent, if Holkar’s Government were very bad, 
we should expect that the iTihabitiints of a district about 
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to be tran.sferred from our administration to liis, would look 
upon the approaching cliange witli dread and dismay. On 
this point let us hear the testimonyof Mr. J. II. Morris, Clue! 
(Commissioner of the Central Provinces, in a letter to the 
Government of India, dated the 23rd of August, 1807. 

“ There has boon for some years an iinpeiulijig exchange of 
territory with Holkar, which will involve the transfer to the In- 
dore Durbar of two or three Nimar Porgunimlis. So far as our 
ofHcers can judge, the people of those tincts fool no dislike at the 
pi’ospect of re-transfer to Native rule. Again, •many of our Ner- 
biitta Valley landholders also own villages in Bhopal or under the 
(Iwalior Duibar ; and they always speak with respect and con- 
tentment of the treatment they receive at the hands of the 
Bevenuo authorities thero.^^* 

It is true that the Blue Book from wliich I am now 
([noting, discloses a dilference of <.)[)inion among cx- 
[)orienced officials as to the indifference or satisfietion 
of the inhabitants of these tracts on tlie (piestion of tlieir 
change of masters ;f but while the evideiK^e of Mr. If. 
Jloi'iis, the officer within whose jurisdi(dion the Niinar 
Pergunnas were then actually included, is at least as 
weighty as any one else’s, the opposing statements con- 
tinn my charge of slander against tluj Editoi* and Corre- 
spondent, for their strictures on Holkar’s administration 
contain no hint or suggestion of cj’uelty or or)[)i*(^ssion, and 
amount merely to the usual assertion of the su[)erioi’ity 
of our system. 

In this same letter which appeared in tlie Thmui of the 
8th April, 1867, he describes the Hindoo Mahanijah of 
Guzerat, whose capital is at Baroda, as “ the (^hiekwar, 
irlio ties his enoaies to the feet of an elej^Junit to he 
trampled to death.^’ Here he has got hold of a j)artieIo 
of truth, which he manipulates into a monstrous falsehood. 
Tlie solitary instance of a great criminal having been 
executed at Baroda three years ago in a barbarous iiianner, 
after trial and condemnation, is employed by him so as 
to convey the impression that such events are of frerpient 

* Paporsy British and Native A dministmfion, 1868, p. 8-^>. 

t See page 90, whore Colonel Meade, Governor-(ionoral h Agent for 
Central India, thinks that “ the proposed transfer 1ms caused a i)aiTirul 
feeling among the people.” See also p 90 of the same blue Book. 
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occurrence, that the Gaekwar summarily disposes of his 
personal enemies' by this revolting process,* that the 
general course and aspect of his Government is ferocious 
and oppressive. 

In the letter which appeared in the Times of the 27th 
October, 1868, he siiys that in the annual Reports of the 
Political Agents on the Native States to which they are at- 
tached, we “have the materials for a much more trustworthy 
judgment regarding the comparative merits of English 
and Asiatic rule than were afforded by the Correspondence 
on that subject published last year.” The numerous 
extracts I have given from that Correspondence will 
exj)lain his distaste for it. But let us take him at his 
word. Let us see whether the picture of the Gaek war’s 
Government drawn by the Resident at his Highness’s 
Couit, corresponds with the bold sketch presented by 
the Editor of the Friend of India to the readers of 
the Times, or with that given by Sir llicliard Temple.t 
The Pieport on the administration of Baroda for the year 
1867, by Colonel J. T. Barr, the Resident, is dated in 
March, 1868. I shall commence by quoting the most 
unfavourable ptissage I can find in it. 

Occasionally, he says, he has received reports of “mis- 
management on the part of the Durbar olHcials, causing 
loss of revenue, and sometimes injustice to portions of 
the population, not, however, amounting to open tyranny 
or oppression. These reports,” he continues, “are promptly 
communicated to the Durbar at Baroda, and have, as a 
rule, been as promptly attended to, and the grievances 
brought to light redressed.” Referring to some adminis- 
trative reform introduced by his predecessor s influence, 
and which, for some time, it recpiired a little watchfulness 
to maintain, he says, “ there will be no resistance to its 
continuance, for Native States are never prone to alter 
arrangements they have become used to.” The recently 
appointed Minister he describes as “a man of good 
chai'acter, highly esteemed by the Gaekwar,” and under 

• Tho admonitions of the Govern or- General have of com’so pre- 
cluded any future resort to this ancient mode of execution. 

t Ante, p. 117. 
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his rule “ the State continues to be managed genera, lly to 
buit our views.’' 

He then refers to the circular from the Under Secretary 
to the Government of India “ on the comparative merits 
of British and Native rule,” intended by Sir John Law- 
rence to crush Lord Cranborae ; and his testimony tends 
to relieve the Gaekwar’s Government from the effect of 
some strictures in that Correspondence wliich the (-al- 
cuttal^^ditor considers to be too lenient ta Native rule. 

As in duty bound, and as iniglit naturally be expected, 
he declares that “ the superiority of the British system 
ut rule over that of the Gaekwar, or any other 
purely Native rule I have known, is, in my opinion clear, 
and not to be doubted ; and yet,” lie adds, “ I believe 
that the people of India do iind something in tlie courts 
of Native Princes which compensates for the better ad- 
ministration under our own immediate government.” 
Probably, he suggests, “-they tind favour from the careei*s 
which they open out to Natives of the middle and higher 
classes. 

In the letter from Calcutta which appeared in the 
of the 27th October, 18G8, the writer takes the 
t(‘xt of the himine now impending over the North West 
of India, to insult Holkar, Scindia, and the Maharajah of 
Joudpoor, the largest Stiite of Rajpootana, and re|)eats 
his usual sweeping invective against all Native Sovereigns, 
who, according to him, ‘^ippress fifty millions of Her 
Majesty’s Indian subjects,” Speaking of the distress already 
lirevailing in Joudpoor, he says : — 

“ Such is the oppression of the Maharajah anil his mynnidons, 
that the bands of starving emigrants aro plundered of tho littl(3 
money they possess as the only meaus ot subsistoiico till tlicy 
reach happier lauds.” 

In the most recent letter from this great public in- 
structor that has reached us at the time I am now writ- 
ing, published in the Tnnvs of November 2nd, 1868, he 
continues his abuse of the Joudpoor Prince, and ^sures 
us that (the Maharajah’s) “so/i.v live bij hiyhway 

robbery.'^ 


* Hoinnvard Mallf October 2blh, 1808. 
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Some months must elapse before the truth of these 
foul charges can he tested. In the mean time, after so 
many specimens, few of my readers will probably be in- 
clined to see more in them than some additional proof of 
this writer s incurable and unscrupulous intolerance. 

The true state of aflairs, I believe, is that the Native 
Princes are making every effort and sacrifice in their 
power to j)revent or mitigate the sufferings of their sub- 
jects. It is obriously their interest to do so. We may 
derive a fair idea of the action likely to be taken in a 
tolerably well governed Native State when famine is 
imminent or raging, from the authentic intelligence that 
has just readied us of the measures adopted by one 
Prince who has received fium time to time his full share 
of vituperation from the Editor and Correspondent, in 
both his capacities. The Maharajah Scindia of Gwalior, 
by a Proclamation dated the 9th September, 1868, has 
suspended the collection of the public revenue, and issued 
instructions to all his executive officers well calculated to 
relieve and employ the people, an<l to dissuade them from 
wandering, resorting to mendicancy, or falling into pre- 
datory courses.^ He has also ordered the disbursement 
of three lakhs of rupees (£30,000) from his private treasury, 
for the immediate relief of urgent cases. 

The Gwalior Proclamation luis been so extensively re- 
produced, and so warmly praised in all the Indian papers, 
that even the Friend of India could hardly avoid noticing 
it. Our Correspondent, therefore, gives it at full length 
in his letter which appears in the Tinn^ii of the 2nd 
November, and condescends to term it “ enlightened and 
benevolent.’' In his letter of the preceding week he had 
included the Maharajah Scindia among the Native Sove- 
j’eigns who “ oppress fifty millions of Her Majesty’s 
subjects.” The tone and effect of his letters will be 
wonderfully changed if he begins to give us authentic 
intelligence instead of random abuse. 

We have seen “ our own Correspondent” insulting the 
late Maharajah of Mysore by calling him a “ tyrannical 
sensualist.” That expression, with slight variations of 
* Append i.v C. 
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intensity, pervades the columns of the Friend of India 
as a sort of synonym for a Native Prince. His wholesale 
execration of the government of “an idolatrous Hindoo 
or sensual Mussulman,” \vas already been quoted.* Some- 
times they are all heaped togetlier, as in mi article in tlie 
Friend of India of tlie 23rd of July, 18G8, as “Asiatic 
tyrants and sensualists.” Without a plentiful use of 
these pleasing epithets, and a liberal employment of the 
term “ efete ” — “ eftete Durbars, ”t “ phbte lhincelings,”{ 
and so forth, — the diatribes against our Allies and feuda- 
tories would make but a poor rhetorical sliow, either in 
tla'ir original humble form, or in the large typo of the 
Times. 

The application of tlie customary phrase to the late 
Kajah of* Mysore was [leculiarly unfortunate ; for Lord 
William Bentinck, after receiving that Report of the 
Sjiecial Committee of 1833, which, by liis own caiuVal 
acknowledgment, proved tlie hastiness and harshness of 
the Rajah’s supersession from power, and ai'tcr his own 
personal iiupiiries and observation in Mysore, declared^ 
that his Highness’s “disposition was the reverse of 
tlfraanieai;' that he was “ in the highest degree intelligeiit 
and sensible,” and would “make a good ruler in future.”§ 
’fhe llajah was in feet universally respected throughout 
his long reign, by all classes of his subjects, and liy every 
hlnglish ofiicer who came in contact with him, for his 
humane and beneficent character. 

It would really appear tliat the Editor of the Fiynid 
of India applies these foul names to Native Princes, 
just as penny-a-liners at home a[)j)ly a sot of stereotyjied 
adjectives to certain functionaries and dignibiries. A 
n'porter to the Times cannot mention a Majoi’ or a 
Colonel without prefixing the word “ gallant, ^ carinot 
speak of an Alderman or Magistrate without calling him 
“ worthy ;” so the Calcutta Correspondent cannot intro- 
duce a Nawab or Rajah without the honourable addit’ions 
of “tyrannical” or “sensual.” In each case it is an 

"'f Ante, p. 113. 

t Thves, August 24th, 1808. t 'f P' 

§ m Mrjsore Beveesiov, (2n(l P^dition) pi). 23 to 2b. 
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essential part of the writers style. He feels that it is 
expected of him by the public amidst which he moves. 
And “ our own Correspondent” is completely in tune, 
when he is acting as Editor of the Calcutta weekly paper. 
But when transferred to the pages of the Times, where 
conscious j)ower should ever be tempered by a sense of 
almost national responsibility, his indiscriminate abuse Im 
always appeared to me unsuitable alike to the stage and 
the audience, utterly out of place in the metropolis of the 
Empire, strangely out of harmony with the advised 
sentiments of the great journal itself. 

That this writer has got into the way of tacking some 
vile expletive to the name of every Native Prince he 
mentions, from sheer force of bad habit, in blind obedience 
to the insolent bigotry of his class, is most easily proved 
by calling him in evidence against himself. He repeatedly 
brands the llajah of Mysore, without a shadow of ciiiise 
or excuse, as “ a tyrannical sensualist,” — though the 
slightest inquiry or research would have shown the falsity 
of both imputations, — but when it suits his purpose, he 
can draw a very difterent picture of that Prince, evidently 
derived from official information. Tn his letter to the 
Times of the 24th of August, 1808, he wants to prove 
that the Ilajah’s large expenditure cannot be accounted 
for without supposing that enormous sums were wasted 
in agitating his claims, and those of his adopted son ; and 
he therefore states with perfect truth that his Highness’s 
“ own tastes were of the simplest kind.'' Tyrannical sen- 
sualism can hardly be included among the simplest kind 
of tastes. That elegant phrase certainly conveys the 
notion of a somewhat expensive aireer. 

One constiuit object of the Friend of India's insults 
and menaces is the Maharajah of Cashmere, the same faith- 
ful feudatory of whom Lord Dalhousie playfully remarked 
that he could “crush him at his will whose troops are 
now cooperating with Geneiul Wilde s Force, and who, as 
we learn from tne most recent intelligence,! has sent 2000 
mules to strengthen the British baggage train. The 
Editor, in the Tunes of the 8th April, 1867, stigmatises 
* Ante, p. 91. t The Mofmsilite, August 22nd. 1868. 
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tliis Prince as *‘the Sultan of Cashmere, who grinds lua 
people — our people, Her Majesty’s subjects — to the d\ist.” 

In the Friend of India of the 13th February, 1808, 
referring to a long standing restriction by which European 
travellers are excluded from Cashmere during the winter 
months, tlie Editor writes : — 

The Maharajah must bo taught that ho is a subject althougli 
a noble — as much a subject as Scindia or llolkar, over every inch 
of whoso estates an Englishman may travel wjth a freedom un- 
known even in England. 

This able Editor, a true champion of the English loafer 
class in India, would make very free with ('ashmere, and 
all Native States ; he w^ants “ a freedom unknown even 
in England,” — no law, in short, for Englishmen btyoml 
the origimi^jurisdiction of the High Courts.^ 

The annexation of Cashmere has be(ii frequently ad- 
vocated by the Friend of India, but not, 1 think, veay 
lately. With some notion, perhaps, of the length to 
which the Calcutta Foreign Oflice is prepared to go, his 
own recent pro})osals have not gone beyond a military 
occupation in force. Another journal, however, the 
Indian Public Opinion, published at Lahore, and very 
much under the influence of the Punjaub Oflicials, has 
repeatedly recommended tlie extreme mciisure, as in the 
Ibllowing extract : — 

^^Tho key of India is as much Kabul as Cashmere, and whilst 
we should render the rulers of tlie former country subservient to 
our interests, we ought without any delay to annex the latter. 
Expediency, the Maharajnh^s misgoverunient, and his llagrant 
breach of the Treaty, justify, and in the interests of humanity and 
statesmanship, demand such an annexation. f 

That the official inspiration of the Frkwl of India is 
still widely believed, and excites a cert<iin aiTionnt of 
alarm in Native States np to ti)is day, may he seen in 

* There is not much, unfortunately, as it is. 

t I have never seen this journal, and quote at second hand from a 
Heverend gentleman who advocates the immediate appropriation of this 
Principality ,— Wrongs of Cashmere, by Arthur Brinckman, late 
Missionary to Cashmere, (Bosworth) 1808, p. 42. Some of the reasons 
for annexation given by the late Missionary are peculiar, e. g. By 
annexing Cashmere, we should please the French; they are the chief 
buyers of the shawls, which are yearly getting dearer and worse under 
the extortions and oppression of the Hajah, (p. 2d.) 
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the following tranfilated extract from the Ondh Akhhar, a 
newspaper published at Lucknow in the Hindustani 
language. I borrow it from the Friend of India of th (3 
28th of Septeml^er, 1868, where the article is given at 
full length, the Editor being doubtless well satisfied with 
this evidence of his extensive influence, and of the terror 
of his name in all “ the effete Durbars” of India. The 
subject of the article is the rumoured advance of Russia 
to the frontiers of Afghanistan, and the intention 
attributed to our Government of sending troops into 
Cashmere, and building a strong fort in that Principality. 
The writer urges that the British Government migfit 
defy all the intrigues of Russia, and of all its enemies, if 
it could revive throughout India the old confidence in its 
good faith and straightforward intentions; ile goes on 
to say : — 

Cashmere is of course weak, and can be easily won. Tho 
Friend of India is always against Cashmere ; and because in tlic 
time of Lord Dulhoiisio the ruin of Native States used to be pub- 
lished in the Serampore paper, Hindustani Chiefs do not wisli to 
see any account of Cashmere in that paper. I’o place the Chief 
of Cashmere in a position of doubt and suspicion at such a time 
is not necessary. The difhculty is, that the desires (^f Covc'rn- 
inont appear crooked to the Chiefs of Hindustan ; and in the 
working out of the designs they appear more so. Let those who 
admire the policy of Lord Dalhousie look at this weak time.” 

In the letter from the Calcutta Editor and Ckirrespon- 
dent, published in the Timeii of the 27th of October, 1 868, 
in which he attacks the Maharajah of Joudpoor, and 
slanders Holkar, Scindia and several other Princes by 
name, he observes, with evident regret, that “ the doctrine 
of annexation is dead,” but hints that it may yet “ be re- 
vived.” 

At this period of our argument it may be asked, why 
give us so much of the Friend o f India and its Editor, — 
why break that gadfly upon a wheel ? Partly on account 
of his access to the Times, which contributes very much 
to his importance in his own circle ; partly on account of 
his reputed connection with the Calcutta Foreign Office, 
w’hich forms in fact his stock in trade ; partly because 
the journal he edits really does represent very fairly the 
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averse tone and course of opinion prevailing amonir tlie 
ofticial class at the central point of Indian adnhuistratioii 

Secretaries and Boards, clerks and Councillors may 
consider themselves justified, individually and collectively 
for all that I know, m denyin^r that the Friend of India 
nr auy other paper, is "the organ of Government, in the 
strict meaning of that term. It has long had the credit 
of being so, and it has never been disavowed. That is 
where the mischief lies. It has enjoyed the enormous 
advantage of being able to publish in its editorial columns 
a letter of thanks from a retiring Governor General, " fbr 
the support given to his measures,"*— measures of annex- 
ation and contiscatioii which its peculiar sources of intel- 
ligence had several times enabled it to forestall, for the 
(lelectatioii- of the Services," to the terror and discom- 
fitun^ of Native Princes. 

It cannot be dtmied or doubted, that by means of oc- 
casional contributions and communications, a good under- 
standing, more or less consUint, has been kijpt up for 
years, and is still kept up, between this journal and certain 
public offices at Calcutta, and that the connection has 
been sometimes promoted and authorised by very ex- 
alted persons. ^ Even so late as the 2;ird of July, 18(18, 
the Impend oj India published in its cditoiial columns 
some items extracted from the private accounts of the late 
Maharajah of Mysore, which could only have arrived from 
the Secret Department of the Foreign Office, by direction, 
or with the permission, of the Viceroy, Sir John Lawrence 
himself, t 

It is not, therefore, that I fear the speedy revival of a 
policy of annexation through the burning elofjuence of the 
Friend of India. At home it is powerless. The in- 
fluence of that journal over our countrymen in the E;ist, 
IS nothing to what it was when it stood almost alone ami 
unrivalled for the (piality and style of its articles and cri- 
ticisms. There are many papers now in India, conducted 

* From Lord Dalhousie to the Editor of the Friend o/ [ndht, daled 
March 3rd, 1850, published in the Friend December 31 sf, 1807, — see 
UelroapecU and Prospects of Indian Folicijj p. 200. 
t Apponlix D. 
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with, to say the letist, equal ability, which usefully 
counteract its local egotism, its narrow bigotry, its arro- 
gance and jealousy, half Creole, half professional. In 
these days ^he Friend of India represents nothing hut 
Chowringhee, — the English quarter of Calcutta, — it re- 
flects only the predominant notions of an official suburb,* 
the average opinions of a Bengal Civilian, slightly quali- 
fied by missionaiy cant. Unfoi-timately the executive 
government of all India is carried on in Calcutta ; and for 
the last five years a Bengal Civilian, in many respects 
nobly distinguished, but quite down to the average in his 
views of Imperial policy, has been at the head of that 
Government. Hence we have not been getting on. The 
hard misunderstanding between the governors and the 
governed, somewhat mitigated by Lord ORiinings latest 
rneixsures, by the tone and manner of his latest public ap- 
pearances, almost iis much as by the terms of his public 
allocutions and despatches, is now completely reestab- 
lished. Since Lord Canning left India, much has been 
done to alarm and alienate the leaders of the people, 
nothing has been done to gain the confidence and suj)port 
of the middle classes, nothing to secure the passive good 
will of the population at large. We have been rapidly 
getting back into the old groove of professional routine ; 
and the same bad feeling against us is spreading all over 
the country as was revealed when the Rebellion broke out. 
And if Bengal Civilianism, with the Friend of India for 
its prophet, is allowed to reign supreme at Calcutta much 
long(3r, this bad feeling will widen and strengthen, im- 
peding every well intended reform, preventing all real 
progress, until in a time of general distress or social ex- 
citement, it explodes once more, and shakes the foundations 
of the Empire. 

That is the extent of my apprehension. And if it be 
called vague and indefinite, I can only say that I have no 
pretension to foretell times or seasons, or the exact coiu*se 
of events. I only know that you cannot expect to grow 
figs from thistles; or grapes from thorns, however promis- 
ing the season may be. 
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Hitherto we have discussed this case on general 
grounds ; we have argued for the rights of the Wallajah 
family founded on the hereditary Sovereignty of their 
ancestor, Mahomed Ali, recognised by us aniby the Na- 
wab’s former Suzerain, the Nizam, guaranteed by tlie 
Treaty of Paris,* confirmed by our treaties with liim, 
“ his heirs and successors,” renewed and confirmed by the 
Treaty of 1801, with the Nawab Azeein-ood-Dowlah, 
Prince Azeem Jalis father. We have also demonstrated 
tlie great loss to the honour of tlie British Crown, tlie 
corruption of our territorial title, the elements of in- 
stability, irritiition and lawlessness inti’oduced into the 
politiciil and social system of India, by such a denial of 
justice as that now under consideration. 

Before concluding my task it seems necessary to say a 
few words on the personal claims and position of Prince 
Azeem Jah. In tlie first place it must be observed that 
this is no doubtful case of an adopted son oi* distant colla- 
ttiral relative. Prince Azeem Jah is the eldest lineal male 
descendant of the founder of the dynasty, Anwar-ood- 
deeii Khan. He is the son and brother of reigning Na- 
wabs. When Lord Hiustings, in 181 J, personally reassured 
tlie Nawab Azcem-ood-Uowlah, as to the sacredness of 
the Treaty of 1801, and the perfect security of himself 
and his family under its provisions, Prince Azeem Jah 
wjus present, and although then quite a child,- -he was 
eleven years old, — has preserved a vivid recollection of 
what took place. He was himself commended by his 
father to the protection of the Governor-General, who 
thus describes the concluding part of an interview with 
the Nawab at Madras : — 

He asked whether I wished to have his two sons under my 
eye at Calcutta, as Lord Cornwallis had had the children of 
^1 ippoo. I answered that the case was wadely different betwcyii 
a vanquished enemy and the representative of a family which 
had always preserved the most faithful alliance ; and added that 
nothing should induce me ever to give a colour for others to Jni- 
ply a doubt which I myself could not for an instant entertain. 

* Private Journal of the Marquis of Uadintjs, (185ft) vol. li, p. 11. 
800 Appendix H. 
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When the Nawab, by an expressive Oriental obeisance, 
threw himself and his children \inder the guardianship of 
the Governor-General, Lord Hastings observes that he 
felt the moai hvely emotion, “ from the reflection on the 
altered state of that family through its adherence to 
British interests,” — “a family so grievously humiliated 
by us.” 

“ The Nawab,” says Lord Hastings, “ having adverted 
to the Treaty, diid professed his anxiety for an assurance 
that 1 should cause its provisions to be observed ;” — “ I 
answered that a treaty plighted the faith of the nation, so 
that it must be my duty to mainttiin its terms according 
to their true spirit, which ought always to be construed 
most favourably for the party whose sole dependence was 
on the honour of the other.”"^ 

When we remark the frequent allusions made by the 
Nawab in tl^ese two interviews to Ills sons and familv, 
and when we call to mind that on his death in 1 819, Lord 
Hastings at once recognised the succession of his son, and 
declared him to be “a party to the Treaty,” there can bo 
no dimbt or cpiestion as to the meaning and eliect of the 
reassurances addressed by that distinguished soldier and 
statesman in Prince Azeem Jahs jiresence to his firther, 
regarding “ the true spirit” and “strict observance” of the 
Treaty of 1 SOI. 

By a description of some circumstances and declarations 
afiecting the installation and public life of three successive 
Nawabs, I have already shown that for the space of fifty- 
four years no intimation had ever been made to the Car- 
natic family that they were without hereditary rights, but 
that on the contrary everything was done to confirm them 
in the opposite conviction. Prince Azeem Jah himself 
received, in his public capacity as Kegent during the in- 
fancy of his nephew, letters from King George IV, and 
from the Court of Directors, in which the hereditary 
rights of the family are fully admitted. The following 
words occur in His Majesty’s letter, which is counter- 
signed by Lord Ellenborough as President of the Board 
of Control : — ■ 


Appnuh'ji' H. 
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We cannot but admire the beneficent dispensation of Provi- 
dence, which in taking from his Highness his illustrious father, 
has given him in your Highness a second father, endowed with 
e({ual virtues, and capahle of 'inainiaining in the f<]>lendour ainl 
dlqnitij vjhu‘h are its inhrrifanee, the illustrious jIou sc of the 
Nabobs of the Carnatic N 

The language of the letter from the Court of Directors 
is equally unequivocal on the point of hereditary right. 

The accession of Hholam Mahomed Ohoiis Pahadoor, the le- 
gitimate son of the late Nabob, to the thiutne of his ancestors, wo 
icadily confirmed, and we pray God that he may long live to en- 
joy the honours and perpetuate the line of the ancient and Ulus- 
trioiis fainihj of which, hr is the desrriidant and. heir.” 

Moreover, cluiing the life-time of his nephew, Prince 
Azeem Jah had been recognised, both by tlie Home au- 
tlioi'ities and by the local Government, in jniblic docu- 
ments which were olHcially communicated to him, as the 
lu'ir presumptive to the Musnud. In a- letter dated the 
Uth of January, 1829, the Court of Directors exjmess 
their approval of certain acts of the Madras Government, 
on the ground that Prince Azeem .Fah is “ the next heir 
in Ciise of the Nabob’s demise.”^ In his proceedings of 
tlie 29th September, 184:1, the Goveraor (the Marquis 
of Tweoddalc), in (A)uncil, caused the Prince’s name to be 
]»laced first in the list of persons exempted from judicial 
process, “ in consideration of the position he lias lately 
occupied in communication with the British Government, 
and that which he still holds in relation to his liighness 
the Nawab, and to his succession to the 

Lord Dalhousie disposed of these recorded acknowledg- 
ments of the Nawab’s dignity being hereditaiy, and^ of 
Prince Azeem Jah being the next heir, by the following 
magnanimous argument, a fair specimen of the political 
casuistry Avhich carried everything before it in the con- 
claves of Calcutta and Madras : — 

“ To indicate an expectation, or even an intention, iw not to re- 
cognise or confer a right.* The words, therefore, which have boon 
quoted, conferred no right on Azeem Jah, and conveyed no pledge 


Carnatic Papers,, 1800, p. 15. 


t Thid., pp. 8, 9. 
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or promise to him ; and although they indicated a favoarable in- 
tention of the Government towards him, the Government has 
since had but too much reason to forego all such intentions in 
favour of himself and the members of his family 

Reserving for future treatment the calumnious inuendo 
conveyed In the latter part of this passage, let us see what 
the argument itself is worth. It is obvious that Lord 
Dalliousie completely misconceives the significance of 
these incidental admissions of hereditary right. Un- 
doubtedly, ‘‘to indicate an expectation or an intention” does 
not “ confer” a right, but it certainly does constitute the 
plainest possible recc^gnition of its existence and validity. 
Prince Azeern Jah never professed to found his claim on 
those incidental admissions. lie bcised his right on the 
hereditary nature of the Nawab’s dignity, secured by the 
Treaties concluded with his ancestors and his father ; and 
he produced these more recent documents simply to prove 
what was the actual construction put upon those Treaties, 
only five years before Lord Dalhousie s arrival in India, l)y 
the very British authorities who now, under Lord l)al- 
housie’s instructions, denied their binding force. 

In describing Prince Azeen\ Jalfs personal position and 
experiences, I shall make no more than this passing allu- 
sion to the disiippointment, the mortification, the cruel 
anxiety, the hope deferred that maketh the heart sick, 
the rum or removal of old followers of the family, because, 
when his right of succession was denied, these results 
may have been expected, and may have been considered 
inevitable. I shall speak here solely of those changes and 
conseqiiences, injurious and painful to the Prince and his 
family, discreditable to the British Government, which 
were not foreseen at tlie time of the late Nawab’s decease, 
and which Lord Dalhousie and Lord Harris may receive 
full credit for not having intended. 

Firstly, — before the death of his nephew. Prince Azeem 
J all’s diameter was irreproachable. Whatever errors of 
judgment he may have committed in lus public capacity 
as Regent during the late Nawab’s minority, had been 
condoned and atoned for, and ought never to have been 
* Camaiic PnporSy IHGO, p. 35. 
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recalled to his prejudice. His moral reputation was \m- 
Biillied. In the proceedings for effecting and vindicating 
liis deposition and the confiscation of his property, his 
character has been blasted ; he has been covered witli in- 
sults and ridicule. 

Secondly, — ^at the time of the late Nawab’s decease the 
Prince did not owe a penny. He is now overwhelmed 
with debt, and with him, his sons, and every one of his 
l elatives who had property or credit to pledge on his be- 
half. * 

On the 25 th of July, 1861 , Mr. Layard, M.P. for 
Southwark, drew the attention of the Secretary of State 
for India to the case of Prince Azcem Jali, declaring that 

the Prince had been dei)rivcd of his revenues and pro- 
perty most unjustly by the East India Company, al- 
t hough his family had rendered great services to the 
Pritish in Indui.” “ The East India Company,” lie con- 
dniied, “ offered the Ih'iiice a large stipend on condition 
that ho would renounce all his clajms. The Nawab re- 
fused the condition. Would the right honourable gentle- 
man allow that unfortunate Prince to receive the stipend 
without prejudice to his claims until an opportunity had 
been afforded for bringing them forward V In the course 
of his remarks, the honourable gentleman sjiid, that “ the 
Pi'lnce was in difficult circumstcinces, and had been com- 
pelled to raise money at great disadvantage to meet his 
necessities,” and ex})ressed a fear that Azecm Jah would 
be compelled to encumber himself with debts which he 
would never be able to discharge.”* 

Mr. Layards anticipations have been fulfilled to the 
letter. In common charity to Lord Harris we may assume 
that his visions have been falsified. He must remain le- 
sponsible for a part of the personal abuse, which was a 
leading feature in the original process ; but, with that ex- 
ception, Lord Harris, we may be sure, never wished to 
heap injuries on the Wallajah family. He never desi^ied 
or foresaw the state of humiliation and misery to which 
the Prince and hhs family have been reduced m their 
downfall. Perhaps the full extent and significance of that 
* UnjwtnJy vol. clxiv, p. 1508. 
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downfall, from the position of a family of sovereign rank, 
possessing a large revenue, Palaces, parks, gardens, coun- 
try houses, and other property, to the position of a 
family of pensioners without any definite rank, and with- 
out any property at all, never struck Lord Harris. He 
probably imagined that Prince Azeem Jah would take his 
punishment quietly, give no trouble after a memorial or 
two, and the whole aftaii* be forgotten in a couple of years. 
He did not expect that for eight years the Prince would 
prefer to keep up a shadow of royal state as a visible ap- 
peal, on money borrowed in all directions, on security 
furnished }3y his relations and adherents, at interest vary- 
ing from 24 to 60 per cent., rather tlian seem to compro- 
mise his riglits by drawing the sti})end of £10,000 per 
annum, allotted to him for life.* He did not anticipate 
that the Prince s four sons, every one of his relations wlio 
had proj)erty or credit to pledge, and several of the here- 
ditary oflicers and retainers, would also be plunged into 
debt, exposed to bankruptcy, executions, and all the 
harassing means of constraint that press most heavily on 
persons of rank, from their determination to support the 
head of the Wallajah family in maintaining his just 
rights. 

On the 27th of March, 1867, the husl)and of the 
Pi'ince’s grand-daughter was arrested, and a bailiff j^laeed 
in possession of his house, on account of a bond which he 
had signed on behalf of Prince Azeem Jah, who was com- 
pelled to raise money on ruinous terms to ]H'event his 
young relative being taken to jail. In tlie same year two 
European bailifis gained access to the Prince s own house, 
and in seeking to arrest one of his Highness’s sons, at- 
tempted to break into the Zenana apartments. They 
were stopped by the Prince’s armed attendants, beaten 
severely with muskets, and expelled by a crowd of the 
Mussulman populace who had fiocked into the Palace- 
yard. This was very neai4y being a serious riot; yet 
it was considered advisable to take no fiurther notice of 
it. Anyone acquainted with the feelings and customs of 

♦ The Prince himself is exempt from arrest and from every process 
of our Courts. 
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Mahomedans of high rank, and with the deep respect and 
sympathy felt for them by their co-religionists, will uiuha- 
stand what a cruel humiliation this intrusion must have 
been to Prince Azeem Jjdi, and how the happy jiccident 
of the civil power not lieing properly supported, saved the 
J^ritish Government from what, to say the least, would 
liave been a most embarrassing scandal. If the bailiils 
liad taken the precaution of coming in greater strength, 
blood would probably have been shed ; tlie majesty of the 
Law would in due course have been vindiciited, and Lord 
Harris would have been still more astonislied at tlie im- 
forcseen results of his economical and moral reform. 

Lord Harris can never have exj)ected that when, after 
('ight years’ resistance, the Prince was reduced in ]8G.‘h 
by the sheer starvation of his servants and smaller ci’edL 
tors, to draw liis pension, now augmented to £*15,000 
ary ear, he would only do so under a formal protest, and 
would still continue the agititlon of his claims. 

If Lord Harris and Lord Halhousje could liave obtained 
the le^Lst glimpse into the future consequences of their 
handiwork, — if tlicy could have conceived the trouble and 
disgust they were entailing upon their resjiective succes- 
sors, three or four deep, and upon the Home Goveniinent, 
I think they would have held their hands. 

If they could have anticipated six motions in the House 
of Commons, and four debates and divisions, on this act of 
state ; that among other sti'ong opinions passed iijion it, 
a leading Conservative politician, the pnisent Lord Chief 
Baron of England, would stigmatise it as “ an act of 
rapine,” and that a hundred and twenty members of Par- 
liainent would, on differeut occasions, latify that condem- 
nation by their votes, I think they would have hesitated 
in their course of retrenchment. 

Above all, if they could have foreseen how the pe- 
cuniary results of that retrenchment would dwindle away 
in vain eftbiis to redress and compensate its manifest iri- 
iquity, — how, besides large pensions to the late Nawabs 
widows, the Prince’s stipend, originally hxed at £10,000, 
with no assured provision for his descendants, w'onld first 
be raised to £15,000, and then to double that amount, 
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£30,000 per annum, with a permanent endowment for tlie 
family ; and how a sum of £150,000 having been squan- 
derea by the Madras Government in papng what were 
really our own debts and not the Prince’s, the grant not 
only failed to add to his Highness’s comfort and indepen- 
dence, but placed him in a worse position than before, so 
that a further grant is now required to carry out the in- 
tentions of the Secretary of State, — if all this could have 
been foreseen, I doubt if even Lord Dalhousie and Lord 
Harris would have cared to despoil the Wallajah family, 
and outrage the Mahomedans of Southern India, for the 
sake of a balance of profit so much smaller than that upon 
which they calculated. 

But let us be perfectly just to Lord Ilan’is; let us 
make the best and strongest Ciise possible for him, — allow 
him to speak for himself, and interpret him with j)erfeet 
fairness. If he were now to be examined, he would 
doubtless declare that in proposing the disinheritance of 
Prince Azeem Jah he had liigher thoughts than mere re- 
trenchment ; that although pecuniary results were not to 
be despised by him and Lord Dalhousie, after three years 
of deficit, their chief object was moral and political. In 
his Minute on the subject, Lord Harris states his objec- 
tions to maintaining the Nawab’s dignity und(ir five heads, 
which I give in his own words, appending to each a very 
brief comment. 

“ I mil hero state my very decided opinion that these rights 
and privileges should not ho continued, if they can be abrogated 
without a violation of faith. 

1st. On the general principle that the semblance of royalty, 
without any of the power, is a mockery of authority which must 
bo pornicious.^^ 

This is a very vague and abstract objection to an estab- 
lishment existing under a solemn Treaty, from which we 
have drawn immense advantages. 

'^2nd. Because though there is virtualhj no divided rule or co^ 
ordinate authority in the government of the country {for these points 
were finally settled by the Treaty of I SOI J, yet some appearance of 
so baneful a system is still kept up by the continuance of a quasi 
royal family and Court.” 
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Tills objection is a repetition of the first, with an ad- 
mission that it has no practical weight. 

3rd. Because the legislation of the country being solely in 
the hands of the Honourable Court, it is not only anomalous, but 
prejudicial to the community that a separate authority, not amcn^ 
uhle to (he laws, should be permitted to exist.” 

This third objection is a repetition of the fii'st and 
second, adding the unimportant, unessential fact ol the 
Nawab’s exemption from our judicial proocsscs. 

4th. Because it is impolitic and unwise to allow a pageant to 
continue, which though it has hitherto hem politiealhj harmless, 
may at any time become a nucleus for sedition and agitation.”^ 
The fourth objection is a repetition of the preceding 
three, with a suggestion of political danger. We have al- 
ready pointed out the utter imbecility of the notion that 
by making an infiiiential family poor and discontented, 
you can prevent it from becoming “ a nucleus for intrigue, 
and the Minute writer himself admits that the notion 
is contradicted by the experience of half a century. 

» rith. Because tho habits of life and course of proceeding of 
tho Nawabs havo been morally most pernicious, tending to bring 
high station into disrepute, and favouring the accuiiiulatioii of an 
idle and dissipated population in the chief city of the 1 resi- 
deucy.”* . 

It is with this fifth objection only tluit wo now liavc to 
deal. Having disposed of tho gcnorid (|uostion, wo aio 
now inquiring how its treatment hitheito by oui mvein 
inent has affected Prince A.eem Jah particularly ami 
senally. In his fifth objection Lord Harris sets the ex- 
ample of that systematic calnmny and 7 

which it has been sought at once to justi y ■‘•I’” ''' j, ■ 
to withdraw public sympathy from its • u 

identical b force and honesty with fo '•hetonaibn ss.les 
of “ tyrannical sensualist,” » woni-out 
forth, thrown at random by the Ineiid nf 
Natbe Prince that passes. Lord Hams say t e , te 
of life of the Nawazs have been 

tending to hrmg high station into disreimte. J these ' 
nutations were well founded, instead of being monstrously 


Carnatic Papers, 1800, p. 0. 
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oxaggerated, their introduction into a plain question 
of right and title would still be the most obvious im- 
pertinence ; imlcss, indeed, among other novel doctrines 
relating to treaty engagements, we are to be told that “a 
2 ^ersonal treat if is a treaty the permanence of which de- 
pends on the 'peraoiial conduct and moral character of the 
weaker party, — a treaty, in shoit, during good behaviour, 
of which the stronger party is to be the judge, and termin- 
able, iipparently, not during the life of an immoral incum- 
bent, but at his death, so that the heir is deprived for his 
predecessors profligacy. 

Lord Harris impugns the morality of “ the Naicahs.'' 
Lord Dalliousic, speaking of the late Nawab, says that 
“ both he and his fanillij had disreputably abused the dig- 
nity of their })ositlon, and the large share of public re- 
venue that had been allotted to tliem.’’* Both state- 
ments are slanderous, — a more decorous term would be 
Inadequate to the offence. Wliatever may have been the 
youthful delinquencies of the late Nawab, who died at the 
age of thirty-one, no public scandal was ever caused by 
his alleged irregularities. On the other hand, his prede- 
cessors, “ the NawabsJ' accused by Lord Harris, and “ the 
fa in 11 If ” accused by Lord Dalhousie, are quite undeserv- 
ing of this wholesale denunciation. Prince Azeem Jah’s 
elder brother and father, both of them reigning Nawabs, 
were, according to their lights and the moral standard of 
their race and religion, most excellent Princes. There 
have been, and there are now, nuuiy members of “the 
family” of exemplary life, remarkable for their learning, 
charity and enlightened regard for popular educiition and 
other matters of public interest. 

A deliberately expressed opinion in Lord Harris’s Minute, 
as to the incurably evil effects of the creeds prevalent in 
India, and the inevitably bad morals of “a Native Prince, 
either Hindoo or Mahomedan,”j* shows to how large an 
extent that British Governor partook of the ignorant 
bigotiy displayed to perfection by the Friend of India, 

* Minuie by the Marquis of DaVujasie, 28th February, 1856, para- 
graph 

t Carnatic raqyers, 1860, p. 14. 
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which can see notliing good from Dan to Bcei-slioha nn- 
less it comes of our own race and our own ivli.don.’and 
winch, above all, pronounces that every Native Brince 
must be “ a tyrannical sensualist,” unless he has received 
a“ChrLstian education.”* 

In another part of the same Minute, Lord Harris includes 
Prince Azecm Jah personally in his attack on tlie morals 
of the flimily in general. He says Tlu‘ rank, conse- 
quence and reputation of the Arcot family have sunk by 
the conduct of its representatives.” We have seen by 
what causes the power and consefpience of the faniily 
sank under Lord Wellesley’s administration, - its royal 
rank was never impugned,-- and but for the utter ignor- 
ance of history and his own official records displayed by 
Lord Harris, we should call his statement as ungiaierous 
as it certainly is inaccurate. He goes on to say 

'Mho maiiTler ot life and the charactfir of the into Nawab wt'ro 
disreputable; and the conduct of the Prince Azcein Jah, who 
would succeed him, has already come under the severe aninnul- 
versiou of the Honourable Court.^'t 

Assuming that the current rumours as to the late Na- 
wab s licentiousness were well founded, “ the conduct of 
Prince Azeeni Jah” ought not to have been cou])Ic<l in the 
same sentence witli that of his nephew, as if tbeir “man- 
ner of life” had been the same. The Prince’s private 
character and domestic habits have always b(‘en dc'corous 
and res])ectable. The “severe animadversion of tlie Honour- 
able (yourt,” which the Prince brought down on biinself in 
tbe year 1842, thirteen years before the time when Lord 
Han is wrote this Minute, did not I'cha- to the jh ima/s 
])rivate life, but to his official mismanagement, as Regent, 
of the^ Nawab’s finances. That mismanagement never 
cost our Government one penny, and wits in fact chicdly 
caused by the selfish negligence of the British authorities 
at Madras. Prince Azeern Jah, at the age of twenty- 
three, quite unqualified and totally inex[)erienc(‘d, was 
placed in charge of the infant Nawab’s affiiirs, without any 
eheck or control of any sort being imposed by our Govern- 

* Anfr, p. 113. 

t Carnatic Papers, 18<>n, p. 13. 
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ment, — at first without any condition expressed in words 
or writing, afterwards, when a large sum had been ad- 
vanced to clear off old encumbrances, with the single con- 
dition that no new debt should be incurred without the 
privity and consent’' of the Madras Government. This 
single condition, to enforce which no means whatever were 
employed by the Madras Government during the sixteen 
years of the Regency, the Prince failed to observe. That 
was the full extent of his eiTor, and grievously was he 
made to suffer for it. He was led into this error by feelings 
very natural to a Mussulman of high rank, and especially 
to one standing in the relation that he did to the principal 
ladies of the family. He w;xs heavily weighted as Regent 
with two Dowagers, — the one his own mother, entitled the 
Nawab Begum, a lady of vast influence and most imperious 
disposition, the other his brother’s widow, who was com- 
monly called the Bhow Begum. These two ladies having 
contracted expensive habits, and formed large establish- 
ments while their respective husbands were on the throne, 
became deeply embarrassed during the minority ; their 
stipends were consumed by the enormous interest they 
had to pay for loans, and they were driven to the most 
humiliating shifts, from which they begged and insisted 
that the Prince should extricate them. He applied to the 
Governor of Madras for assistance, but got nothing but 
good advice. An English officer in charge of the Nawab’s 
affairs might have kept these ladies in order : the Prince 
was powerless in opposition to his own mother. In reply 
to one of the Governor’s letters he wrote on the 23rd 
November, 1831 : 

** I beg to state that I see no possibility of curtailing the 
monthly allowances of their Iligluiesses, the Nawab BegSm and 
Bhow Begum, for they can now hardly manage their monthly ex- 
penses with their present income, while for their unavoidable and 
contingent charges they are involved in debts, and which they 
cannot defray unless they are assisted from the Sircar Treasuiy.^^ 

In the year 1836, when the two Begums’ affairs came to a 
crisis, his Highness took a course which was decidedly 
wrong, but which the circumstances in which he was placed 
in some degree explain and excuse. He wtis “ Naib-i- 
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Jlookhtar” (or Absolute Deputy, with full powers) and 
there can be no doubt that he lawfully possessed the power 
he exercised. He issued Sircar bonds to the creditors of 
tlie two ladies, bearing interest at six per cent., which 
satisfied the creditoi’s and prevented their ruinous ex- 
actions. It was arranged that the bonds should be liquid- 
ated by instalments out of the ladles’ stipends. The (lo- 
vernment wiis not officially informed of this transaction- - 
a breach of promise which of course cannot be jiistified, 
but which admits of extenuation. 

The consequence wais, that when the Prince came to give 
an account of his stewardship in 1842, five lakhs of rupees 
(i‘50,000) that ought to have been found in hard cash in 
the Treiusnry, appeared only in the form of a pr<unissory 
note payable by the Nawab’s grandmother. This wns 
li(piidatc(l in a few years by instalments taken from her 
stipend and that of the Prince Azeem Jah himself, so 
tliat his nephew was no loser in the end. d he young Na- 
wal), also, entirely repudiated the bonds that had bt‘t‘n 
issued to cover the Dowagers’ liabilities, and "threw them 
\q)on the shoulders of his uncle, the Regent ; and tln'se 
foiined “ the unsecured debts” of Prince Azeem Jah, of 
w hich we shall hear more anon. To make those transactions 
(juite intelligible, it may be usefully explained here that 
the Nawab, as Sovereign, was exempt from the process of 
our Courts, and had jurisdiction over certain meinb(‘rs of 
his own fiimily, including Prince Azeem Jah, who weie 

likewise so exempt. , 

On attaining his majority the late Nawab was greatly 
Incensed against his uncle, their differences being aggu«i- 
vated by a desperate quaiTel which broke out between t lo 
two Dowagers who had done all the mischief. vt.n u 
ally, however, the uncle and nephew were reconciled ; and 
it was fully acknowledged by the Nawab, (as mdeec 
one who has carefully examined the aecounts) that the 
Prince came out of the office of Regent no richer tlian 


when he entered upon it. , , , 

It is furthermore worthy of remark that a 
of the Prince’s administration of the Caniatic ^'^^ar w ^ 
tliat of his father, brother and nephew, is groa y 
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favour. The errors whicli he coiiunitted are fairly attri- 
l>utable to liis want of administrative capacity, to the 
domineering influence of his motlier, to his amiable desire 
to save lier and tlie young Nawab’s mother from unaccus- 
tomed liurniliation, and, above all, to that culpable indif- 
ference of our Government to the welfare of their Ward, 
which left both the care of his estate and the culture of 
his mind, to the chances of a polygamous liousehold. 

Such being the true state of the case as to the only 
fault of Prince Azeem Jah that had ever exposed him to 
the animadversion of any Ihitish Governor, until he was 
found guilty in 18.^7 of unfriendly behaviour in allowing 
his servants to look hungry, it will, I think, be admitted 
that he was Inirdly treated by Lord Harris when that 
noble lord subjected liirn to the sjime condemnation as his 
nephew, and branded them both as “ disreputable.” Still 
more bitter was the phrase em})loyed by the Court ot* 
Directors, who, taking their cue from Lord Dalhousio, in 
their des})atch approving and coniirming his decision in 
this case, s^eak of “ the scandalous want of principle 
evinced in pecuniary matters both by the late Nawab, aiid 
by his uncle, Azeem Jah, tlie nearest collateral relative.”* 
This exaggerated language linds its only explanation in the 
common tendency of individuals and bodies of men, to 
cover their acts of in justice, even from themselves, by exe- 
crating the injured pait-ies. 

Lord Dalhousie, also, besides denouncing “the fernily” in 
one Minute as “ having disreputably abused the dignity of 
their position,”'!' contrives in another, without using any 
})lainer terms, or bringing any specific charge, — which was, 
indeed, im})ossible,^ — to concentmte all the effect of the in- 
vective on Prince Azeem Jah's devoted head. In the para- 
graph already quoted, f where he tries to destroy the force 
of the recognition of Prince Azeem Jah as heir presump- 
tive, Lord Dalliousie gi'atuitously suggests that there w^is 
“a favourable intention” towards tlie Prince in 1843, in 
order that he may in some measure account for the altered 
views of our Government in 1856. He says: — “The 

* Carnatic PaperSy I860, p. 46. t Ante, p. 138. 

t Anffiy pp. 131, 132. 



THE GREAT PARLIAMENTARY BORE. 


143 


Government has since had too miicli reason to forego jill 
such intentions in favour of himself and the members of 
his family.” This imputation cannot be fitly or ade(piati‘ly 
characterised as unfair : it is positively ui\tr\ie. It de- 
clares that Prince Azeem Jah“ himself” in particular, and 
“ the members of his fiimily,” having betiaved so well 
down to 1843 that the Britisli Government had “ a favour- 
able intention” towards them, behaved so badly at sonu; 
period “ since,” that the Government had ‘‘too much rea- 
son to forego all such intentions” in their “favour.” All 
this is utterly without foundation or pretext. The con- 
duct of Prince Azeem Jah, of his nepliew the late Nawab, 
and the members of his family, in their relations with onr 
( Government, since 1843, had been positively faultless. 
Lord Dalhousie eannot liere be held to refer to tlieall(^g(‘d 
immorality of the late Nawab’s private life, for he is ex- 
pressly speaking of Prince Azeem Jah. 

Nor is the case improved if we su])pose Lord DaHionsie 
to have referi’ed to Prince Azeem Jah s “ reckh'ss ])rodi- 
gality.” That was before 1 843, not The Princes 
Regency terminated, and the young Nawab was inst:dl(^fl, 
in 1842; and it was then that Prince Azeem Jah i(‘l 
under the temporary displeasure both of his nephew and 
the Britisli Government, in consecpience of tlie unsatis- 
factory state of his balance-sheet. So that msteml of 
there having been “ a favourable intention” towards I rmeci 
Azeem Jah, as Lord Dalhousie pretended, m 1843, when 
our Government registered his name as that ot the next 
in succession to the Musniid, lie was then eiitiiely ou o 


favour, and decidedly in disgrace. 

Besides these most unjust attacks upon the pneral re- 
putation of the Wallajah family, and upon the private 
character of their representative head, another plan, so 
invariably adopted in these cases of disinlientance as ) 
seem instinctive to the official mind, has jieen ^ 

ously employed, to discredit the cause, anc 
complainant. This is the plan of boldly asse 
quiescence of the principal party, who is lepiesen ei “ 
passive creature, an utter imbecile, • a 

liauchee ; while any appeal or agitation that may bt ra . 



144 


THE GREAT PARLIAMENTARY BORE. 


on his behalf, is attributed to the interested intrigues of 
“ the unprincipled rascals” and ‘‘ scoundrels,”* who 8ur> 
round the poor dupe and prey upon him. Thus at the 
very time that Prince Azeem Jah was upholding and pro- 
secuting his claim, amidst a thousand difficulties, to tlie 
best of his means and ability, certain Madras officials were 
busily engaged in casting ridicule and contempt at once 
upon his cause and his ^aracter by the most unqualified 
declarations that he had abandoned all hope, and had 
openly avowed his personffi indifference. 

In the Parliamentary Papers printed in April 1860, 
which for the first time revealed to him the preposterous 
prevarications— as tliey must have appeared in his eyes, 
— by which he was deprived of his inheritance, Prince 
Azeem Jah found himself represented to Parliament and 
the public, as ‘‘perfectly understanding and ac({uieseing 
in his new position,” as having “ abandoned the chimerical 
idea of the restoration of the Nawabship, and accepted his 
position as the first Native nobleman of Madras.”t And 
yet up to that time he had, as he continued to do until 
fairly starved out in 1863, steadily refused to touch the 
stipend allotted to him, and had never cejised, by all the 
means in his power, to maintain his manifest rights. 

Two years later Sir Charles Wood, in his despatcli to 
the Government of Madras of the 8th April, 1862,J writes 
as follows : — • 

'' I learn with regret from these papers, that the Prince has not, 
as I had been led by Sir Charles 'rrevelyan to believe, ' accepted 
his position as the first Native nobleman of Madras,^ but is still 
seeking the restoration in his person of the Nawabship of the 
Carnatic.^^ 

ilow Sir Charles Trevelyan himself had been misled in 
the first instance I cannot pretend to divine ; but it is re- 
markable that he seems to have attached some importance 
to Prince Azeem Jah having “ cordially responded” to an 
invitation to a ball given by the Governor “ in celebration 
of Her Majesty’s birthday.” 

* These elegant expressions arc culled from a Minute (unpublished 
as yot) by a Member of Council at Madras. 

f Ciii'ttnfic Papers f 1860, p. 50. J Appendix A. 
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In spite of the ‘‘ regret,” almost equivalent to a reproof, 
expressed by the Secretirry of State, when the Prinee’s 
renewed protest contradicted his imaginary submission, 
another year had scarcely passed when the Agent at C'he- 
pauk, through whom an olticial communicjition is ktq)t uj) 
with the Wallajah family, again wrote to tlie Madras 
Government declaring that the Prince had given up all 
liope of his succession to the musnud being acknowledged, 
and again urged that his llighnesss acceptance of the 
Governors hospitality ought to be considered as a sign of 
ac(puescence and resignation. The letter, whieli lias l)et‘n 
olhcially printed but not publislied, is dated the 7th 
March, 18Gd, and the passages in question are as 
follows : — 

His Highness openly avows^^ (!) 'Uhat ho himself is person- 
ally indifferent to the result of bis pretension to tlio titular 
musnud of the Carnatic, and professes that ho urges that preten- 
sion merely at the instance of his family, and in consideration for 
their interests. 1 believe that this is the case,’’ — (if ‘ ope/dy 
avowed/ what doubt could there be ?) — and that neither the 
Pi'ince himself nor any of his family have any hope or expectation 
of the decision recently given in that matter being reversed. 

It cannot be overlooked that the final decision as to the titular 
musnud was communicated to his Highness nearly a year ago. 
Had his Highness really thought of seriously contesting that f|ues- 
tion further, it appears unaccountable that lie should have taken 
no steps in the matter till now, and that he. shoutd haw acwidod 
the i)Ofiitioii assigned him in that decision hg attending the UovenL- 
ment Ball of the of January of this ypar.” 

Two motions in favour of Prince Azeem Jali’s claim 
were made in the House of Commons in the year 1 8Gd. — 
that of the Right Hon. H. J. Baillic, on the 2Gth of 
February, and that of Sir Fitzroy Kelly, on the 7th of 
July, — and although the news of the former could only 
have reached Madras by telegraph, and the latter had not 
taken place, when the letter just quoted was written, it 
is clear that its purport is quite ^oncoiis, and that at 
that partievdar period of all others the Prince had no 
reason whatever to despair of obtaining redress. 

Nor ought these declarations, originally }Hit forth in 
secret official communications, but destined, in many in- 

^ L 
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st«ance8, to be laid before Parliament and the public in 
Blue Books, to be regarded as insignificant and ineffec- 
tive. By suggesting hopelessness, and imputing indiffer- 
ence, by misinterpreting the commonest act of civility, or 
expression of allegiance, into acquiescence in the inferior 
position forced upon the claimant, these declarations were 
well calculated to distract attention from the strength of 
the claim, to compromise the Princes dignity, especially 
among his own .countrymen, and to destroy all sympathy 
for his personal wrongs. 

In an earlier page of this treatise I have said that our 
Govenimcnt, in its treatment of Prince Azeem Jah, has 
revived, renewed and confirmed the ])revailing tradition 
as to our treatment of tla^ Wallajah family down to the 
Treaty of 1801, and has played over again before the 
})eople of Southern India the old scenes of dethroneim^nt, 
defaination and pillage.* The dethronement has beciii 
jnade sufficiently clear. We have just (examined the pro - 
cess which Mussulman finiatics call dedamation, and may 
now take a glance at the transactions which the benighted 
Hindoos call pillage. 


It will be remembered that Sir Charles Wood, in tlu^ 
debate of 26th of February, 18G3, denied that there had 
l)een any dethronement or annexation at all. “ In 1801,’' 
he said, “ the Nawab was reduced to the rank of a pen- 
sioner at Madras, ”t If then the Nawab of the Carnatic 
was merely a pensioner,— a private person of high rank, 
—how caine it that at the death of the late Nawab, our 
Covernment practically ruled that he cmdd possess no pri- 
vate property, and swept every conveiTible asset into its 
own Treasury ? On what principle did the British Govem- 
ment, after refusing to recognise Prince Azeem Jah as suc- 
cessor to the Sovereignty of his ancestors, also refuse to 
recognise him as heir to the family propeity, real and 
personal ? 


* Aide^ p, 47. 


p. 1. 
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Tl.is looks very mi, cl. as if we altcniatclv (l.mre.sse,l tl.e 
Nawab to a iiiere pensioner”-" a cU-peiuIent of rank ” 
as Lord llarns termed him wlieii we wislied to re 
iioimce our Treaties, and exalted liim to “ an independont 
Sovereign,” when we wanted to lay hands on his pro])t‘rtv 
and claim it for the State. ^ ^ ’ 

It has been proved in these pages lieyond all p()ssi])ility 
of furtlier dispute, that the Nawab was in fact a Soveivigii 
Prince, and not “a mere ])ensioner.”f ^)ur oppoiR-iPs 
may, perliaps, admit so mucli, slnTt tlu‘ir ground entirely, 
aiul asseit tliat, by the very fact of Ids Sovmaagnty, tlui 
Nawab was incapalde of holding private^ jiroperty, and 
that everything he possessed was puldic ])roperty,’ and 
lielonged to the State. Such an argument will not Ixnr 
a moment’s examination. Tlie Nawab, although (aitlthd 
to a certain income under Treaty, laid nothing to do with 
the recei|)t, administration, or exjrenditure of jmlilic r(‘- 
v(Miue. His income was stilctly of the nature of a Privy 
Purse, entirely at his owm disjiosal, for the bem^lit of him- 
si‘Jf and his family. 

No reasons of even toleiuble plausildlity wen^ (Vis* ad- 
^’anee(l to sliow that any of the lands or lioiisi's, (*ash oi* 
v:dua])les, in the Nawab’s jiossession were public piopis ty, 
from some scruple of pride, or* apjri’ehension of compi'omis- 
ing his claim to the Sovereignty, Prince Azeem JaJi, aftia* 
])rotesting formally against our aj)pi*opriation of the estate, 
l etrained from submitting the easci to a judicial decision, 
i’hus the question lias never been argued. Everything 
was assumed to lie at tlie luer'cy of our (lovernment, and 
the strangest confusion is manifest in the fiHicial state- 
ments on the subject. For instance, the Madras Govcin- 
inent propose, and the Court of Directors approve it, that 
“tlie personal property of the Nabob be turned into 
money, and applied to” the payment of liis debts, lait that 
‘‘the property clearly belonging to the Sircar, sucli as the 
Chepauk Palace, &c., sliould revert to Government.’ + Ukj 
C ourt of Directors feel that there is something wrong, or 

* Carnatic Pa 2 )er 8 , 18C0, p. 13. 

t Ayite^ pp. 3 to 7, and 25 to 31. 

X Carnatic Papers, 18G0, pp. d, 15, 18, n>. 
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at least doubtful here, for '' Sir Henry Montgomery,” they 
remark, “ says that it,” the Palace, “wixs mortgaged, whicli 
might imply that it was considered to be private pro- 
perty.”^ 

If any part of the Nawab’s real estate could be con- 
sidered more distinctly private property than another, it 
was Uhepauk Palace. Built more than a hundred years 
ago by the Nawab Wallajah, on ground whicli lie pur- 
chased at Madi:as, this Palace was not even situated with- 
in the limits of his Government. No Nawab of the Car- 
natic, whatever may have been his claim of Suzerainty 
and tribute, ever pretended to exercise jurisdiction within 
the Town of Madras. The land on which the British 
settlement stood had ht^en }>urchased from the Hindoo 
Rajah of Chandraghiri in the year Kbit), many years be- 
fore the Mogul Emperor established his authority in that 
Province. The Nawab Wallajah and his son Omdut-ool- 
Oomra, the last two of the family who exercised the ac- 
tive functions of Sovereignty, preferred to reside nsnally 
at Madras in their Palace of Chepauk, but tliey had to 
travel a mile or two before they arrived at the first village 
where their direct commands were obeyed. No Palace, 
therefore, could be more clearly a private residence. Nor 
could it, I presume, have become jniblic or Shite property 
while each mediatised successor of the Nawab Omdut-ool- 
Oomra continued to reside there, secured by the provisions 
of the Treaty of 1801, in “ the rank, property and posses- 
sions of his ancestors.” 

It does not seem to be a principle accepted in Europe 
that Sovereigns am have no private property. The daily 
papers of July 13th, 1868, all contained this scrap of 
news from Vienna, 

Tlio Italian Government has paid to the Austrian ambassador 
at Florence the suras being part of the private fortune of the 
Archdukes, formerly Sovereigns in Italy. The interest alone 
amounts to two million liro.*^ 

Neither the Italian Government nor the Italian people 
had much reason to deal tenderly with the Archdukes. 


C'intnfic Papers^ 1800, p. 40. 
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Noitlier the British Government, nor the peoph; of tlio 
Carnatic, have ever had any quarrel with the Wallaiah 
family. 

It may be said, however, that a full jiistlHcation for 
appropriating the late Nawabs jiroperty can bo easily 
made out, for the British Government undertook the ]>ay- 
meiit of his debts. Sir Charles Wood, in liis despatcli of 
8tli April, 18G2, said By the aid of a special IcjLjis- 
lative enactment, tlie debts of the Nawab.have been iniid 
ill fiill.’^* He ought to liave said that by the aid of an 
act of pillage the debts of the Nawab liad‘ been paid, and 
that a special legislative enactment had bciMi j)a.sscd to 
give tluit act of pillagm the force and Ibrms of law. 

^ The Government, it is said, has paid the Nawab s debts. 
The portion of tlie Nawab’s dibits paid by our Govi'i’imient 
amounted to £;l:i(),00(), little more than two years’ income. 
TTiose debts were contracted on the credit ol'the Nawah’s 
^’(weniie, not on the credit of his ival or personal 
estate ; and when our GovcrmiKmt was j»l(‘ascd to scinu's- 
trate that revenue, granting piaisions for life to the widows 
and other relatives, they were cl(‘arly bound to answer for 
the debts. But they were not satisfied with the levenue ; 
they confiscated everything that could be tiiriHMl inti> cash. 
All the lands, gardens, buildings and personal ])rop(*r(y 
belonging to the family, every relic and hcirhiom, down to 
the Musnud of state and other insignia of tin* Nawab s 
dignity, were either appro] )riat(‘d to the puiposcs of our 
Government, or sold for their benefit, for th(‘ most part at 
prices far below the real va.lu(‘. In this way about 
i^T 80,000, more than half the amount jiaid, was laiscd. 
The principal Palace of Chejiauk, where Prince A /(‘cm 
Jah was born, and tlie hist three Nawabs, his father, 
brother and nepbew, died, — is turned into a range of Public 
Offices, while the Prince is comjxdled to pay rent for om; 
of the minor residences, granted for his use by the lat(* 
Nawab, and which he lias occupied fur tluj last forty 
years. 

And it would seem as if there were still some rccei[)ts 


Jpjiniidlx A. 
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expected, beyond the sum of £180,000, which our Govern- 
ment is understood to have realised. We read in the 
Homeward Mail of the 5th October, 1868, that at the 
meeting of the Viceroy’s Legislative Council on July 20th, 
Mr. Maine introduced a BiU to re-appoint a Beceiver of 
the property of the late Nawab of the Carnatic. “ Con- 
siderable assets belonging to the late Nawab s estate have 
been recently secured both in Madnis and the Nizams 
territories, and. it thus becomes neccssaiy to revive the 
office of Receiver.” 

In the face of these facts our Government deserves 
little credit for having ])aid the Nawab s debts. But our 
Government deserves still less credit in the face of the 
fiict that it repudiated a great part of the Nawabs debts, 
and threw the burden upon Jhhice Az(‘em Jah. It de- 
serves still less credit in the fa(;e of the liict that the debts 
whi(‘h it repudiated, and threw U])on Prince Azeem Jah, 
were charged to our (JovernuKSit by a judicial decision of 
the SujR'eme Court of Madras; and tliat a second ‘‘special 
legislative enactment” was ])assed, expn^ssly to nullify the 
effect of that judicial decision, and to shift the burden of 
those d(*l)ts from its own shoulders to those of the Th'ince 
who had already been stri})ped of his inheritance,- — both 
of the income payable under Treaty, and of the family 
estate. When this second s}>ecial legislative enactment, 
specially d(\signed to defeat the decision of the Court, was 
passi'd, by the aid of the electric telegraph, all the stand- 
ing orders being suspended, some of the claimants under 
the original Act applied for postponement, in order to en- 
able them to petition the Home Government for the dis- 
allowance of the new Act, and in giving judgment, on the 
8th August, 185!), the Chief Justice, SR Henry Davison 
and his colleague. Sir Adam Bittlestofi, spoke in the 
strongest condemnatory language of the object for which 
the Act was passed and the manner of passing it. The 
Chief Justice observed Called upon as I am under the 
peculiar circumstances of this case, 1 am bomid to declare 
my opinion that the legislation complained of is of the 
grossest ei' post facto chai'acter, and that it violates the first 
princi])les of legislation and of justice.” 
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Sir Adam Bittleston rcmarkod : — 

Tho claimants under Act 30 of 1858, had and have a ri^rllt to 
say that it means that which we held it to mean, and that tluMr 
claims were filed under that understanding of the Act. True it 
is that the Legislative Council have not ussumo<l to set aside the 
decision of this Court in the particular case in which it was pro- 
nounced, but they have made the very nearest approach to so 
doing, by hurriedly interposing an enactnnnit to nullify that de- 
cision as to all the subsc(pient cases stamling on the list for hear- 
ing, which would have been governed by it. Thin is a grave mat- 
ter on public grounds. It is obviously fatal to any contidc'uco in 
tlie administration of justice in any of the Courts of this country, 
if as soon as a decision adverse to the wishes or interests of (lo- 
vernmont is pronounced, the legislative ])()wer may bo invoked by 
the executive authority (the two bc'ing very closely allied and 
linked togethci’) to interpose and nullity such decision. 

These liabilities, tninshuTecl In this extraordinary innn- 
iier — so edifying for the benighted Hindoos, - tVoin th<^ 
eoniiscating (lovernmont to the disinherited ]b’inc(^, con- 
sisted of the Sircar bonds, mentioned in the last Si‘ction,* 
issued by the Regent during the minority of the late Na- 
wab, ill satisfaction of claims against the two DowngiU* 
Bt‘guins, the Nawabs mother and grandmother. Under 
the special legislative enactments of our Governnuuit — of 
which Sir Charles Wood wrote in his despatch as if they 
were acts of self-s{KTif icing generosity, — these liabilities 
became “ the unsecured debts” of Prince Azeem Jah. 

What a lesson, wliat an example for the rndian jicophj 
whom we have nnderLiken to raise into a liigbcrsj ben* of' 
politics and morals! Kow well calculated onr ])rocc,dure 
in tliis Caniatic affair has been to make them a la,vv-abiding 
people, to teach them reverence for the three branches 
our civilised government, — the Executive ])owcr, the ad- 
ministration of justice, and the Legislature I 

In the course of years, by dint of distuission in l^•lrlia- 
ment and the press, the mass of n]iHreprcsentati«)n and 
error by which Prince Azeern Jahs rights had been ob- 
scured, began to be cleared away ; and the unforeseen 
state of distress and humiliation to which he and his faindy 
had been reduced, became more manifest and more scanda- 
lous. The authorities at Madras, as well as the Home 
♦ Antr, p HI. 
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Government, were gradually roused to a conviction that 
something must be done to set this irrepressible grievance 
at rest. Certai!! “ officious” negotiations, set on foot with 
the approval of Sir Charles Wood, (now Lord Halifiix) 
were brought to something like maturity while the pre- 
sent Marquis of Salisbury wjis in office. Under instruc- 
tions from the Secretary of State, the Governor of Madras, 
Lord Napier, addressed Prince Azeem Jah on January 
15th, 1867, proposing to make a revised arrangement for 
the permanent benefit of his Highness and his family, on 
the understanding that the Prince, on his part, was “ dis- 
])oscd to abandon his claim as the heir and successor of the 
late Nawab.” 

The more important and substantial of tlie concessions 
promised to tlie Prince, were that the hereditary title of 
‘‘ Prince of Arcot” should be conferred upon him by lettem 
patent from Her Majesty the Queen ; tliat liis sti[)end 
should be raised from £T 5,000 to £30,000 per annum for 
his life,' — one half of the latter sum being settled in per- 
petuity on his linear male descendants in shares, according 
to tlu‘ir age and position ; and that an Immediate sum of 
£150,000 should be granted for the payment of his debts. 

Tt is with this bust promised boon that we are now more 
immetliately concerned. It may appear incredible, but is 
not the less true, that the Government of Madras, having 
refused to entrust to Prince Azeem Jah the disbursement 
of the sum of £150,000 assigned for the payment of his 
debts, and even to consult him as to its disposal, appointed 
a well paid English Commissioner to administer this fund — 
from which he drew his own Hilary — that the greater part 
of the money— four fifths at least — wtis expended in pay- 
ing of the so-culled “ unsecured debts,” which “ a special 
legislative enactment” had imposed upon the Prince, after 
a British court of justice had declared them payable by our 
Government. 

The object of the Secretary of State in offering this 
grant, the object of the Prince in accepting the proposal, 
was that of affording and obtaining relief from the cruel 
and humiliatinjr pressure upon tliose nearest and dearest 
and Riost faithfuily attached to him, arising from the debt 
contracted since his disinheritance. This object has been 
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completely defeated by the mismanagement of the Madras 
authorities. The “ unsecured debts,” the payment of wbieli 
properly devolved on onr Government, and which their Com- 
missioner paid off with the Prince s money, had never ]>ro- 
duced, and never could have produced the slightest j)res- 
sure on his Highness or any member of his family. Tlu^ 
holders of those securities, mostly purchased at a very low 
rate, had about as much expectation of being paid a year 
ago, as the holders of Confederate cotton \)onds have now. 

Our Government has completely failed to fulfil the pro- 
mises held out to Prince Azeem Jah. Certainly the sum 
of £150,000 has never been “ granted” to his Highness in 
any proper acceptation of the word. The money was n‘- 
tained by the local Government, and expended, not only 
without any reference to the Princes wishes, but in 
direct opposition to his advice and warning, in a man- 
ner against which he protested as wholly without 
benefit to himself or his fiimily. The money has been 
almost entirely thrown away u])on the holders of c(U*tain 
old b( 3 nds of the Carnatic Sircar, which went indeed by 
the name of the Prince s ‘‘ unsecured debts, but which 
never gave him any trouble ; which coidd Inive been settled 
by a trifling composition, and ought to have be(*n settlecl 
by our Government, in accordance with the decision of 
their own Court of Justice, as the executors and He(pn‘s- 
trators of the Nawab s estate and revenue. The payment 
of these “ unsecured” debts w«is a relief to no oiui but oui 
Government, and an act of liberality to no one but the 
delighted speculators, who suddenly found theii' worthless 
bonds converted into valuable securities. 

But though totally inoperative a relief to the Prince, 
the payment of these bonds naturally roused the expecta- 
tions of the “ secured” creditors to the highest pitch. Ihe 
pressure of their demands has been redoubled by the mis- 
appropriation of the funds intended for the Piincesdc- 
livemnce. The addition recently made to his Highness s 
income now goes in the partial discharge of interest 
to stave off the arrest of his relatives or the legal pro- 
ceedings with which they are threatened, lliis purga- 
torial state, under present arrangements, will continue 
during his lifetime, but on his deaUi the income will be 
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reduced one half, while the hold of the creditors on the 
family will not cease. His sons are being involved along 
with him, and will be plunged more deeply into debt, in 
proportion to their more limited income, than he is at this 
present moment. In shoit, according to the present aspect 
of affairs, the family is ruin(3d for generations by the mea- 
sures intended by Government for its benefit.* 

The Home Government having at last been brought, 
by the Prince’s remonstrances, to a sense of the utter de- 
feat of their plan for his extrication, now, it is said, pro- 
pose to advance a further sum of £120,000 for the satis- 
faction of the “ secured” creditors,— whose claims have 
absorbed almost all the Prince’s receipts for the last two 
years in interest, — and to stop one haJf of his Highness’s 
income, until the amount thus advanced has been I’ecovered. 
As Prince Azeem Jah is now sixty-six years of age, he 
would have little pros])ect, under tliis arrangement, of 
enjoying, for even one year, the increased stipend pro- 
mised to him. 


* It is this part of tho case, and this part only, that has attracted tho 
attention of the Pall Mall Gazette^ (August 28th, 1808) and of tho Titufs 
(October 10th, 1808) though they both seem to be unacquainted with tlie 
true nature of the “ unsecured debts,” which so much enhances tho 
errors of our executive officere in India. Extracts from these articles 
wiU bo found in Appendix E. 
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Both with regard to the payment of liis debts, mul liis 
augmented income, our Government lias failed so eom- 
pletely to execute the terms oifered to Prince Azeem .Inh, 
that he might well reject tbe tacit understanding tliat be 
was to abandon the open assertion of his ancestral claims. 
But whatever may be the force of that taxat und(‘rstand- 
ing tluring the Prince’s life, it can neitlier destroy llu! 
rights, nor silence the claims of his sons, \\;ho will begin to 
feel, on their father’s death, when one half of bis income 
is divided between them, tbe aggravated pressure* of the 
debts, created, as they will say, by our injusti(‘e, and p(‘r- 
petuated by our maladministration. One of tin* most 
eminent Judges now on the Bench, 1ms declared that 
‘Ohe Treaty of 1801 is an enduring contract, binding on 
both sides, so lorn) as their exlsfsaiaf nicniher of (he fdiiKi/ 
of the Nairah ylzeein-ood-Dotvlahj eapahle ofsueeeednaj to 
the raiikr^ 

Prince Azeem Jab has four legitimate sons, all lini'al 
male descendants of the Nawah Azenan-ood-l )owlab, with 
whom the Treaty of 1801 was conclmbid, and of tbe Na- 
wab VVallajah, who was recognised as legitimate Sovereign 
of the Carnatic by the Treaty of Paris, betwetai tbe Kings 
of France and Great Britain in l7f)J, and by bis former 
Suzerain the Nizam in the TrcNity of 1 708, and with 
whom, “ his heirs and soeeessorsf owr Trejitiiis of 1 787 and 
1792/^ re Heard and eonji r nie( T hy the Tr(‘.aty of 1801, 

* The opinion of Mr. Lush, Q.C., (now Mr. Ju.siico Lush) refcrK <o 
much longer und more elaborate opinions by 8ir Trav(‘rH Twins, now 
tho Queen’s Advocate, and the Hon. J. 11. Norton, Advocate-Gene- 
ral and Member of the Legislative Council at Madras. “1 entirely 
concur in the opinions expressed by Hr. Twins and Mr. Norton, 
that tho Treaty is an enduring contract, binding on Iwih sides, so long 
as there exists any member of the family of the Nabob A/.eem-ul- 
Dowlah capable of succeeding to the nink. And I come to this coiKdii- 
sion upon consideration of the terras ol the Treaty itself, road with re- 
ference to tho circumstances under which it was made, and witliout re- 
gard to the Letter, Proclamation and Despatch wliich followed it. 
These documents, however, might be called in aid, were the langinige 
of the Treaty ambiguous, as a contemporaneous exposition of its mean- 
ing. But whether read with or without them, it does not appear to 
me to admit of any other construction than that conk*ndcd for by Jlis 
Highness Azeem Jah.” 

Temple, Decemher 1st, (Signed) f{niii.i:l Li sji. 
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were concluded.* * * § If Prince Azeem Jah had happened to 
die before his nepliew, the late Nawab, his eldest sonf 
would have stood all this time exactly in his fathers po- 
sition, — unless we attach any importance to the point 
once made by Lord Dalhousie in an analogous case, that 
Azeem Jah was “ born in the purple.’’^ With this By- 
zantine diflerence, the son would have taken precisely the 
same place as tlie father ; his claim to the succession wxuild 
have been equally strong. The son’s place cannot have 
been altered, or his contingent claim weakened, by the 
mere fact that his father out-lived the late Nawab. On 
the death of Prince Azeem Jah, his eldest surviving son, 
then the head of the Wallajah family, will stiind in the 
same relation iis his father now does, to our Government 
and to the people of the country, and will inherit the new 
title, under Royal j)atent, of Prince of Arcot. On what 
principle is he only to be allowed — as at present provided, 
— one quarter of the stipend considered sufficient for his 
father ? Is that income likely to meet his requirements, 
to render him or his adherents contented, or to make his 
moderating influence on the side of law and order fully 
effective ? 

Sir Charles Wood, now Lord Halifax, expressed the 
following opinion in the debate of the 26th of Pebruary, 
1863, on Prince Azeem Jah’s claims. 

Ho must distinctly say that the existence of these pensioned 
Princes, without power and authority, fancying that they had 
riglits which some day or other they would enjoy, was the most 
inconvenient state of things, both for the Government and the 
Princes themselves, that could possibly bo conccived.^^§ 

Sir Charles Wood has described, in the sentence just 
quoted, the actual state to which the Wallajah family has 
been reduced, not their state before the confiscation, — the 
result of Lord Harris’s handiwork, not of Lord Welles- 

* Ante, pp. iO and 11. 

t Zahecr-ood-Dowlah Mahomed Badee-Oollah Khan. 

{ The eldest son of the King of Delhi having died during his father’s 
life-time, Lord Dalhousie cried down the claim of the next heir, the 
king’s grandson, by observing that he was not “ born in the purple !” 
{Minute hy the Marquis of Dalhousie, 1856, pai’a. 41, p. 11.) 

§ Uansard] vol. cixix, p. 816. 
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ley s. Before the death of the late Nawah, and the disin- 
heritance of the next in succession, tlierc was not, and 
could not be, any room for “ tliat they had any 

inconvenient “ rights.” Their rights were carefully de- 
fined and circumscribed by the Treaty of 1801 , wliieli, on 
the other hand, was our sole and sufticient title-deed for 
the exclusive government of the Carnatic. But a very 
wide range for “ fancy” is opened by our arbitrary viola- 
tion of that Treaty. 

And yet I don’t know. What room is tlierc left for 
“ fancy” to these unfortunate Princes ? If the defects of 
our nde have placed their rights in abeyance, the splen- 
dour of our libeitics has ensured their open discussion, 
and has displayed them to the world. What room can 
there be left for “ fancy” or doubt in the minds of these 
Princes, or of those who take an interest in thdr fate, 
when they observe that a hundred and twenty Members 
of Parliament, in eluding^ several eminent statesmen, have 
pronounced in their favour?* Can the belief in their 
hereditary rights be billed a “ fancy,” when it is continmid 
by the opinions of three of our own Judges and the Ad- 
vocate-General of Madius ?t If they are inclined t() use 
bitter language with regard to the disinheritance of the 
late Nawab’s lawful successor, can their “ fancy’ HU[)[)ly a 
stronger term than that publicly used in the Great Coun- 
cil of the Empire by the present Lord Chi(*f Baron of 
England, who called it an act of rapine,” 

This is unquestionably a very “ inconveniemt st^itc of 
things,” and it bids fair to be permanent; but it is a 
direct consequence of the confisciition, and never could 
have arisen as long as the Treaty of 1801 remained in- 


violate. _ 

So long as the provisions of the Treaty of 1801 wnre 
maintained in forc^— untU the decease of the late JNa- 
wab,--the only incident in the “ state of things that was 

really found “ inconvenient,” was the exemption of the 

reiffninff Prince and some of his nearest relatives from the 
iumdiction of our Courts. This undoubtedly removed 
the only efficient check on extravagance and mismanage- 

f J pp. and 155. 
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ifient, «n.nd led to nnseenily altercations, which our Govem- 
Tuent was powerless to reconcile. But our Government 
had made powerless. This exemption is not among 
the provisions of the Treaty of 1801. Tt rested upon 
nothing but custom, and was secured by nothing but our 
own legislation. It is sti’aijge that Lord Harris should 
write of this difficulty as if it had been irremediable, when 
we learn from the Minute of one of his colleagues in the 
Madras Govemnient, that a change in the law was con- 
templated about the time of the late Nawab’s death. “ So 
great,” says Sir Henry Montgomery, “ have been found tlie 
embaiTassments and injustices thence arising, that within 
the last few m(jnths the Government has been forced into 
the consideration of some alteration of the law by which 
the late Nawab was protected fr’om civil jn’oeess.”* 

Every practical or imaginable inconvenience in the 
Nawab’s position, every defect in our title, miglit liave 
been cured, — and may yet be ^ured,— by a convention 
with Pi’ince Azeem Jah, by a decisive pi’cclaitKition, and 
by appropriate legislation. This could not be done so 
eilectually, or so gracefully, after his (h^ath. Many valu- 
able opportunities have passed away : the last may sli]) by 
us, if more time is lost. 

What cnielty, what wickedness, w^hat political insauity, 
to foster and propagate a breed of pretenders such as these 
would be, — justified by Treaties, encouraged hy British 
►Statesmen and Judges, the best possible standing provo- 
cative for either a popular cry, or a dijilornatic cry against 
us, as occasion might offer. From a Prince to a pretender, 
from a pretender to a conspirator, from a conspii’ator to a 
convict, — the gradations are few'. The heir of the Eajah 
of Sattara, whose administration wtis declared by the 
Court of Directors to be “a model to all Native rulers, ’’f 
is, or w'as lately, a state prisoner in I^tcher s Island, near 
Bombay, suspected of a treasonable conspiracy in 1857. 
The widowed Ranee of Jhansi, — “highly respected and 
esteemed,’’ “a lady of very high character, — was killed 

* Caniaiic Papers, 1860, p. 15. 

t Saftani Papers, 1843, p. 1268. 

I Jhavsf Pajv>rs, 1855, pp 7 and 28. 



THE GREAT RARLl AMENTA UY BORE. * l.V.l 

* 

in battle before the city of Gwalior on the KUh of Jniu‘, 
1808 . Her father was hanged. 1 have never Inward what 
became of her adopted son. Are some of tlie Wallajali 
family to embellish the fntiire history of India with in- 
cidents like these ? Let them look to theins(‘lves, it may 
be said ; we are strong enongh to deal with them, il'they 
turn against us. We should, doubtless, be strong enough 
to hang them in such a case, by due form of law,- -or by 
aid of one of those special legislative enactments that wiav 
found so elFicacious in 1857. But is it not always moi-i‘ 
satisfactory to be able to do that sort of thing without 
compunction and with a clear conscience ? 

The fact is that our modern humanitarian scrupk‘s, and 
our hankering after legality, prevent us from doing this 
kind of work thoroughly. The only plan for insuring tliat 
the Wallajah family shoidd not iK^come “ inimi(‘al,” oi* a, 
“ nucleus for sedition,'’ aftei* their d(‘stitution, would havi‘ 
been to put tliem all to death, or to s<,aHl thein oil* to per- 
petual imprisonment. If we are to degradt; and desj)oil 
great families ms the Great Mogul used to do. it must be 
done in the same style and by the same im^ans as the 
Great Mogul employed. Orienhd violence and British 
law do not amalgamate pleasantly. 

And again, when an error (d‘ judgment in tla? action oi 
our Gov(Tnment, whereby soim^ ijinocent jx'i’son has 
suffered loss or wi’ong, ])econies manifi'st, <air ir(;e institu- 
tions forbid us to brave it out, and crush all complaint and 
opposition, as a despot would do. If tin* Injured |)arty 
were born or were residing in the British Islands, or with- 
in the ordinary range of Western opinion, nistitution or 
reinstatement would follow, as a matter of coiiise, on lull 
conviction that wrong had been done. ^ In oiu’ relations 
with Oriental races and personages, with whom we havci 
little social intercourse, and whose aflaii’s in (jui(,*t time's 
excite little sympatliy or interest in Lurope, we have 
hardly as yet attained to that high standard of justice and 

morality. . , 

Thus may be explained in a gi’eat measure the singular 
inconsistency and conflict of princijiles, that peivadcs t ic 
whole hlstoiy of this case, and chanieterises especially the 
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more recent efforts at its final settlement. The successive 
steps we have made towards a compromise, have weakened 
local authority, without restoring the moral influence of 
the Crown. The Government of Madras loses credit both 
by the first and the last operations ; the Imperial Goveni- 
ment gains by neither. The concessions that have been 
made are sufhclent to cpiell any doubt in the minds of the 
Wallajali family as to the fulness of their rights, and as 
to our perfect knowledge of them, but not sufficient to 
afford satisfaction or compensation. We have made a 
sufficient confession to convince all tlie world of our guilt, 
but we do not merit and cannot obtain absolution. 

It is of no use tiying any more to tinker and cobble the 
shattered fiibric of Lora Harris’s workmanship. The 
foundations are rotten ; the ground it stands upon is false. 
But it is not yet too late to reconstruct the old edifice on 
a solid basis, — on terms acceptable to all parties, honourable 
and serviceable to the Imperial Government. Some day it 
will be too late. The ruins may fall, and should they 
fall at an unlucky time, or in a wrong direction, they will 
form a stumbling-block and a rock of offence for the igno- 
rant people, a monument of reproach for ever against their 
enlightened rulers. 



POSTSCRIPT. 


SiNCK tlie preceding pages were in type, a copy of‘ tl)o 
Report of the Central India Agency for the year ]S()()-7 
(published by authority, Calcutta, 1868), just received, 
has cleared up in a inanilM’ most satisfactory to me, 
certain points where my information was deficient. 

At page 11/ of this volume I have charged our Calcutta 
Correspondent and Editor of the Friend of hidid, with 
“gross exaggeration,’’ for having said in his letter of the 
loth of March, 1866, that “Lord Stanley’s persistence in 
causing the restoration of Dhar /<o.s‘ red need that State 
to a miser<d>le eondition and from such occasional 
intelligence as has reached mo, I ventured to say Dhar 
is going on very well.” 

Colonel Meade, the Governor Generars Agent in 
(.^entral India, reporting on the Pi*incipality of Dliar for 
the year 1866-7 (paragraph 111, page ID), writes as 
follows : — 

“ The general administration of this State has been saiisfaetory, 
and the Cln'ef, Aimnd Kao Powar, takes much intei’cst in, and 
exercises a general supervision over, its affairs.’^ 

There is nothing here, or in any part of the Report, to 
suggest a “ miserable condition.” 

With reference to the Editor and (’orrespomhMils 
i*alumnies against the Priiua* and State of Indoie, iiotie(‘d 
by me at page 118, the only additional remark that need 
be made here, is that in the Report on (.entral Lidia foi 
1866-7, nothing but good is said of Maharajali llolkar 
and his Goveniment. 

The Eepoit fully corroborates my sunnises as to tlie 
painful effect produced on the mind of Malnirajah Seindia. 
by the impolitic interference with the di.stribution of his 
troops upon which I have commented at png(‘ 104 to 111. 
The measures for the reduction and dis|)ersion of thcHe 
troops are said to have been Liken ‘ in hebiu.u y as , 
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(1867), and “a full and detailed Report of the clrcuin- 
HtanceH was furnished” in a despatch dated 15th March, 
1867. The Agent, whether he approves or not of Sir 
John Lawrence s policy in this niatt(;r, cannot of coui'se 
venture to express any doubt or disagreenient. He says 
(para. 62, p. 13), it would be hardly possible to overstate 
tlie soreness caused by the check that has thus been given 
to the indulgence of his passion for military organisation 
and parades, and of his desire to keep his whole Force 
with this object at the ca})ifal under his personal control 
and command.” 

He continues thus (para. 63) : — 

“ I will only add that this result, howovor to be lamented, was 
altogctlior inevitable; and that the necessity for the adoption of 
the measures under advertence being deemed imperative under 
the circumstances, no consideration that I am aware of could have 
broken, or even mitigated, the effects of the blow to His High- 
ness. Certainly no effort was spared by either the Political 
Agent or myself with this object.^^ 

One would like to hear what were alleged as ‘‘ the 
circumstances” that rendered these offeusive measures 
“ imperative,” and whether it was by the Agent in Central 
India, or by Sir John Lawrence and Sir Henry Durand at 
Calcutta, that they were “ deemed imperative.” 

It cannot be considered wonderful alter this, that tl\o 
Agent (para. 65 to 68, p]). 13, 14), while “ cordially admit- 
ting” Mahara/jah Scindia’s ‘‘ friendly personal bearing,” 
declaring his Highness to be “accessible and courteous, 
and prepared to discuss most subjects in a ]jleasant way, 
and to listen with attention to the arguments addressed 
to him,” and giving his testimony to “the Maharajahs 
respect for the authority of the British Government,” 
should still find that the Prince is now and then “ sus- 
picious and distrustful,” and sometimes “ considei^ the 
intervention of the British Government, or its officers, 
unwarrantable.” How could it be otherwise while Im- 
perial supremacy was exerted for his personal discomfiture 
in a manner so offensive and vexatious ? 



APPENDIX. 

(A.) 

(Pngc 81.) 

Dr.^mieli from iho IVojld Uouonrahlo Sir ChorltA Wood^ liar!,, 
Si'crctarif oj Sfofo jor Indio^ to lux l^xcrlh ucy iJir Ifouourohh’ 
the Governor in Counrll^ Fort Saint Geou/e, Mailrax, datnt 
London, Aio'il Hf/i, 18(>2, Fo. G. 

1. I liavo tnkon into consideration in (^juncil, (lie contents of 
the Memorial of Prince Azetnu Jali of the Carnatic fiiniily, en- 
closed in the letter of your Kxcellency^s CoverninenC No. '21 of 
18G1,* and of its other enclosures relating to his case. 

2. I learn with regret from these papers, that the Prince has 
not, as I had been led by Sir Charles ^frevelyan to belicwe, ac- 
cepted his position as the first Native Nobleman of Madras/^ but 
is still seeking the restoration in his person of the Nawab- 
ship of the Carnatic. In the Memorial now b('foro mo, ho 
prays that ho may bo restored to, and conlirmod in all the 
rights, titles, dignities, revenues, and property belonging to him 
as the heir, representative, and successor of the late Nawab of 
the Carnatic, or that such redrc'ss may bo adjudged to your 
Memorialist as shall be doing justice between the (jovernmont of 
India and your Memorialist.^^ 

d. Six years have elapsed since the final decision of this case 
by the Government of India and the iloinc Authoritii s. The de- 
termination then come to, after full consideration of all the facts 
and circumstances urged by the Memorialist in his pn'^ent com- 
munication, was tliat the Treaty of 1801, made with A/.ecrn-ul- 
Dowlah, having been purely jX'rsonal to that JVince, and not hav- 
ing been renewed, had no existence subscMjUently to the death of 
Azeera-ul-Dowlah in 1819, that the position assig’ued by the 
(rovernraent in 1819 to his son Azum Jah, and again in 1820 toliis 
grandson Mahomed Ghous Khan, by pure favour ot the Goveni- 
lucnt, was personal to those individuals respect ivx'ly, and was ex- 
])ressly so considered at the time, and that on the dc'ath of llis 
Highness Mahomed Ghous Klian, “the title and dignity of Nawab, 
and all the advantages annexed to it by the Treaty ot 1801 were 
at an cnd.^' 

4. The decision of the Government, and tin; grounds ^upoii 
wliich that decision was based were communicated to Ihinco 
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Azecm Jah* and the other parties interested, by the Madras 
Government ; and the instructions sent to that Government for 
the payment of the debts duo by the late Nawab, and the assign- 
ment of allowances on a liberal scale to all dependents and 
persons entitled to provision from the estate, appear to have been 
executed in the spirit intended by the Home Government. By 
the aid of a special legislative enactment, the debts of the Nawab, 
to the amount, of Rupees 33,00,000, (£330,000) have been paid 
in full, the allowances of the ladies of llis Highnesses family and 
old dependents have been continued, and the stipend of the 
^femorialist has been raised from Rupees 48,000 (t 1,800) the sum 
enjoyed by him in the late Nawab’s lifetime, to Rupees 150,000 
(£15,000) per annum. 

5. A very full, patient, and searching revision of all the papers 
of this case, and of the arguments adduced by the Memorialist, has 
convinced me that there are no grounds to justdy me in disturb- 
ing the decision arrived at six years ago, and advising Her 
Majesty to re-establish the titular Nawabsliip of the Carnatic. 

0. It is my desire that this final decision on the claims of 
Prince Azeem Jahmay bo communicated to him, with all due con- 
sideration to his high rank and position. (Signed) C. Wood. 


(B.) 

EXTRACT PROM THP PRIVATE JOGRNAR OP 'IdlP 
MARQUIS OP HASTINGS IN 1813. 

(Page 120.) 

“ d’ho conversation began by compliments — hopes that \ and 
my family had not sulfered by the length of tlic voyage, and in- 
(juiries relative to the King and the Prince Ib'gent. He’^ (the 
NawJib) advert('d to the Treaty and professo<l bis anxiety for an 
^lssurance that 1 should cause its provisions to bo observed. I 
had been t(dd tliat he had been under great alaian, lest I should 
still further degrade his already abject condition ; an apprehension 
probably entertained from his knowledge that (when the vacancy 
of the Musnud was impending) application had been made to me 
in favour of the unfortunate young man, set aside by our Govern- 
ment to make way for tliis individual. 1 answered that a d'reaty 
plighted the public faith of the nation, so that it must bo my duty 
to maintain its terms according to their true spirit, which ought 
always to be construed most favourably for the party whose sole 

* This was a com]>letc mistake on tlio part of tlie Secretary of 
State ; no sncli conunuiiication liail been made, or ever has been made 
to Prince Azeem Jah. — K. B. 
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depondoncc was on the honour of the oilier, lie did not nttompt 
to conceal his gratification at tliis answer. After some desalt ory 
conversation ho said I had too much business to make it proper 
for him to trespass longer on mo. 1 then called for otto of roses 
and rose-water with which I perfumed his handkerchief, gave him 
pawHf and threw round his neck a chaplet of rose-coloured odori- 
ferous flowers. The ceremony I had been instructed to ])erform 
without rising from my seat; a point to which the (loverninenl 
here attaches much importance. 1 went through the same cere- 
mony to the eldest son. Then three other IVinces were ninde to 
rise, and come up to me for the same comjdiment, the Nawab Ix'- 
ing particular in calling each of them to make his obeisance in 
receiving it. 

The chuplets provided for them were, according to rule, (tf 
only white flowers. We di'scendcd the stair in the origiinil firm. 
After i had embraced the Nawab at the carriage door, he took hold 
of both my hands, and stooping very low, jilaced his heaii betweiui 
them, desiring the lATsian Secretary to explain, that by that act 
lie threw himself and family under my protection. This was a 
gesture not indiflerent for the Native crowd who witnessed it; 
yet 1 know not if it did not excite in mo much more lively sensii- 
"tions, from the reflection on the altered state ot that laimly 
through its adherence to British interests. 

{Subseipumtly the Nawab told tlio Persian Secretary that he 
had never been so happy in his life as my (*xpr(‘s.si(ms lespectiiig 
the Ti’eaty had made him. JIo exjiatiated, with etbisions ot gia- 
titiule, on my tone of jioliteness, which appi'ared to me no mmi? 
than tlie simple due of humanity towards a family so grievumdy 
liumiliated by us.^' 

The incidents that took place on the occasion of n'liuning llie 


Nawab’s visit, Ijord Hastings describes as tullows : 

He then led me to the sofa, jilacing me on the lel't (the plJice 
of honour with them), and seating himself in the middle, with Ins 
eldest sou on tlie right. Afy suite were placed on chairs in a seii#- 
circle to the right. tSome attendants stootl behind the sola. lie 
other Moslems sat on low cushions close to the wall of the Dmhar 
on either side, and by the uniformity of their white muslin robes, 
made an advantageous show. A glass door flaiiKcd our so a. jc 
curtain which covered it on the inside was every moment pai la y 
withdrawn ; so that i imagine the Begum and <ither women were 
gratifying their curiosity. Tho Nawab .said that the expressions 
had used to him tho day before had been balm b. him ; lor that 
in his situation, ho must unavoidably bo anxious upon evmy 
t'liango in the Governiuout. Ho requested tliat wow ' 
tho letters which he had received from the King ami the Cou> 
JJirectors on his accession to tho Musniid as well as at owe 
Lord Cornwallis. Having ).ernsed them, 1 sawl that my language 
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had not boon unweighed; for, that the existence of a specific 
Treaty would have bound me to strict observance of what 1 found 
so settled, oven had the greatest political difference reigned be- 
tween me and those who made the arrangetnent. I felt pledged 
to that principle of duty, and to the fulfilnicnt of its true spirit of 
personal honour, lie appeared overjoyed, and asked whether T 
wished to have his two sons under my eye at Calcutta, as Lord 
Cornwallis had had the children of Tippoo. I answered, that the 
case was widely different between a vampiishcd enemy and the re- 
presentative of a family which had always ])reH(n’V(‘d the most 
faithful alliance and added, that nothing should induce mi* ever 
to give a colour for others to imply a doubt which I myself could 
not for an instant entertain. 


(C.) 

(Page 122.) 

The Owalior CuuvUe contains the following Proclamation by If. 
H. the Maharajah Scindia upon the subject of the famine now 
prevailing in the North West. 

'Pkanslated Proclamation. — Issued by the Government of llis 
Highness the Maharajah Alijah dyajee Pao Sciiulia Jhiluidoor, 
G.C.8.I., dated Gwalior, the 0th September, 18()8. 

Whereas, by reason of the drought this year, the crops have 
failed and famine has come upon the land, in conse((uonco of 
which the people, it is reported, are leaving their homos in vast 
numbers to emigrate to other and more favoured regions; and 
cotisidering the disastrous effect of such migrations, (Mpially to 
the State whoso villages are thereby left deserted, to the people 
individually who become demoralised by the temptations pre- 
sented by actual want, and to the general traurjuillity of the 
country, from roving bands of desperate men ; the Government 
of Ilis Highness the Mahamjali fScindia has resolved to adopt 
extraordinary measures of relief and precaution, to meet the 
emergency as dictated, equally in the interest of his subjects, and 
by considerations of a far-seeing economy. 

Accordingly it is hereby notified for tho information of the 
public generally, and more especially of lumberdurs, putwaries, 
zemindars, canoongoes, potails, chowdries, and others interested. 
That having regard to tho welfare of tho people and in order to 
maintain them in unimpaired prosperity during the present 
season of drought, tho collection of tho first instalment of tho 
Government revenue for tho current year has been postponed in 
the affected districts. 

It is notified further, that the ordinary precedure of the Courts 

* Private Journal of the Marquis of Hastings, (1858) vol. ii, p. 11. 
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has been suspended temporarily, in respect of summonses for tlio 
attendance of parties in pending suits, wliether as pviiicipals or 
witnesses, so that none may bo put to unnecessary expense or 
trouble at this season of scarcity and distress. 

The village authorities above named are therefore enjoined to 
remain at home in peace and quietness with tlnur respect ivo 
village communities, and they are hereby authorised to promise 
on the part of the State, subsistence to all, cither direct from tlu* 
(lovernment or through their respective bankers, on the guaranty 
of the State hereby given, until means can bo devised for employ- 
ing the people on public works of utility and grace. 

Ihirther to guard against danger from without, in the form of 
emigrants from other parts entering the (Iwalior territories, 
Chiefs holding jaghires on the frontiers, are lierehy direeted to 
take tho fiehl and ket;p tlie border marolies. All extra ex[)enses 
attendant on this duty will bo defrayed by tho State. 

II is Highnesses Govorninont will watch carefully the cflect of 
this Proclafiiation througliout tho country. They entertain a 
confident assurance that tho proofs h(*rein exhibited of the 
jiaternal solicitude and liberality of tho (luverument, cannot fail, 
if judiciously placed before tho ])eople, to retain them at tlan’r 
homes in resigm'd coiittudment, patiently waiting for better 
times. Hence tlu* degrc*e in whieli the inhabitants may stay or go, 
will be held to bo the measnni of tho /.(‘al and capacity ot the 
ri'spcctivo district otficials. His llighiK'ss^s Government ti lists 
them. Let all strive to justify this confidence'. 

]ly order of tlie Haharajah. 

(Signed) GuNi'CT Lao Kukkhy, 

J)owan of the Gwalior StaUa 

dhe Uliidoo Pall lot, a Calcutta weekly paper, conducted 
entirely by Natives, has the following remarks on this Prochima- 
tioii : — 

What a commentary is the above on the Famine policy of tho 
Jlritish Government in Orissa ! In wliat striking and noble con- 
trast is it to the recent Kesolntioii of tho (lovernment on the 
scarcity in Upper India. In the ease of Orissa, after petitioning 
for months, continued agitation in the press, lialf-a-dozen local 
inquiries, and tho dciiopulation of hundreds of villages, t ie 
zemindars and the ryots obtained the remission ol only one kisL 
(instalment). liven in the recent Resolution, remission has 
been enjoined in such cautious terms that it will, we e.ii, m 
])racticaily neutralised in the hands of over zealous local oflicorH. 
Then in tho Gwalior Proclamation, a general order has been 
issued upon tho Willago authorities' 'to promise on tlu^ pari 
the State subsistence to all, either direct from thct.ovcrumcut u 
through their respective bankers, (U. the guaranty ot the MaK , 
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until means can bo clovisod for employing the public on public 
works of utility and grace.'^ This is a sort of liberality which 
only Native Princes can exercise. It passes, we fear, the com- 
prehension of a European statesman, tied down as he is by ’the 
stiff rules of political economy. The vastness of the organisation 
necessary for such a stupendous work, baffles his imagination. 
The Natives of India, accustomed to fflcd thousands cn masse, 
entertain, however, a different estimate of such work. The 
closing of the Courts during the continuance of the famine is 
characteristic. When the people have not means to live tiny 
cannot afford to litigate. Wo shall watch with groat interest thi' 
practical operation of the Resolution of the Gwalior Governmont.^^ 
In another part of the same article there is this passage : — 
‘^Much as we admire the liberality of oin* own Government, wo 
feel a pride in the statosmanshi[) and large-heartedncss whicli the 
Gwalior State has displayed in dealing with the same calamity 
within its territories.^^ 

And we I’oad as follows in the news-columns of the same 
paper : — 

The Native Princes are behaving nobly in rePorenco to the 
impending scarcity in their territories. Tin) Maharajah of 
Jeyporo, wo are told, has exempted all grain from duty, lie 
loses about Rs. 120,000 this year by the measure. 


(D). 

PRIVATE ACCOUNTS OF THE LATE MAHARAJAH 
OF MYSORE. 

(Page 127.) 

On'tho 23rd of July, 1808, the Friend of India announced witli 
groat exultation, that since the death of the Maharajah of Mysore 
some important disclosures had been made by an examination of 
his private accounts. The accounts of the late Maharajah, he 
continues, are now before the Government of India, we believe,*^ 
For the present he confines himself to one disclosure. Major 
Evans Bell appears in the books as the recipient of some 10,000 
rupees, while pubhshing the most violent and professedly dis- 
interested attacks, not only on the policy of tho Government, but 
on individuals.^^ 

All this is very wide of the mark. It would be much more 
to the purpose, if he would allege, as the preliminary to proof 
that my attacks” were unjust, unfair, or groundless. My ^ vio- 



APPENDIX. 


10 '.) 


Icnco^^ — if there was any, — can only have impaired ray arguments. 

Disinterestedness/' — whether professed or not,— cannot havii 
added weight to my advocacy, or have contributed in any degree 
to a successful result. 

This demand for '' disinterested" advocacy seems to be con- 
sidered very effective at Calcutta, for in a letter which must linve 
been written about the same time in his capacity of Our Own 
Correspondent," printed in the Tinicn of the 2ith August, ISOiS, 
the same person tells the story of the ^fysore* private aceonni^, 

which have lately come before the (lovernment of India siiu^' 
the Maharajah's death," and, without mentioning my name or any 
other name, declares that they reveal the ex.tent to which tlie 
old man's enormous income, and the large sums which v'r more 
than once gave him to pay his debts," — his own money, ns 
explained at p. 112 — Id, — ^^were sqiiandered" in agitating his 
claims, lie then adds : It was essential to the success of 
these agitators that they should bo believed to bo disinterested." 
If by ^Slisintorested" ho means, as I suppose, unpaid, greater 
nonsense was never penned. The success of the Hajah's appenl 
could not have been in the least advanced by any such bi'lli'f. 
The case of the Hajah of Mysore d(‘p(‘ndcd, and was decided, on its 
Tucrits, not on any ^M)cliof" in the personal merits or private 
means of its advocates. None but a corrupt or imbecile judge 
would give any weight to such considerations. 

The Kditor of the Fnend of India, after bringing cciiially wc-ll 
founded charges against mo of concealment," “ pretended dis- 
interestedness," and outrageous plagiarism," concludes by tri- 
umphantly asking me, Wliat about those ten thousand rupt'es ? 

Ho is very much mistaken if ho thinks that these “ i-evelations 
and “disclosures" can at all disturb my crpianirnity. J'ersonally 
I am quite indilferont to the very questionable jirocedurc of the 
Calcutta Foreign Office. The mere fact that some of the ex])(‘nKes 
incurred by me had been covered by a donation from the Hajah, 
—that I had at last accepted a brief in a cause which 1 had f .r 
years pleaded gratuitously,— was no secret to my friends, or to 
any one who had occasion to inquire. The following extract from 
the Saturday Review of March 2nd, 1807, will prove that there 
was no great mystery in the matter The history of Mysore 
has been told in a spirited volume by Major Evans Hell, who. 
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after urging on public grounds the restoration of the Native 
Sovereignty, has now, since his retirement from the seiwico, 
become the avowed agent or advocate of the Eajah/^ 

I never was, properly speaking, the afjeiit of the llajah, — that 
is to say, I never had any credentials or instructions ; I never was 
entrusted with funds, or had any control over expenditure. I 
began to work at this case without any communication with the 
Rajah, at my own discretion, and by my own resources, con- 
tinuing, in lact, at, homo, the course I had pursued for several 
years before leaving India. 1 should, under any circumstances, 
have done all I could to promote the restoration of Mysore as a 
Native State, dealing with the case, as I have always done, not as 
the grievance of an individual, but as part and parcel of a great 
scheme of Imperial policy. If I had been left entirely to my t)wn 
resources, [ could not have done so much, but I should still have 
done my best. 

So long as I was in public employ 1 wrote and publislied — 
sometimes anonymously in periodicals, sometimes under my own 
name, — with no idea of pay or profit. All wlio know me, all who 
choose to in(|uiro, know that my opinions on Indian politics have 
not been recently adopted, but that 1 have held them, and taken 
every opportunity of spreading them, for the last thirteen years. 

1 did not want a Uebellion to teach me the mischief and danger 
of a ra])acious policy. In 1855, 1 attacked Jiord DalJiousio in the 
J)e1]ii ira::cfte. Karly in 1851) my letters on the Rebellion, which 
had appeared during the two preceding years in the London 
J)ailij Neics and /vctn/rr, were reprinted in a volume called “ Idui 
English in India,^^ and will be found not to dilfer in the least in 
princi})lo and tendency from what I have written since that time. 
The same may bo said of my contributions to tho Tunes of hid id, 
the Madras Athvmvnm, and tho Indian Statesman, down to 18dd, 
when I returned home. 

In April, 18G1, an article in tho Indian Statesman from my 
pen, (reprinted in 18G4 in my book ''The Empire in India,^^) 
recommended tho very policy towards Mysore, — tho maintenance 
of tlie State under an adopted heir, and tho gradual restoration 
of Native agency, — which has lately been ordered by the 
Secretary of State to bo earned out in every particular. 

The Editor of the Friend of India says, stupidly enough, that I 
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iTiado ^'attacks on tho policy of Government.” Tho Government 
lias actually carried out tho policy that I upheld tor seven yenrs 
and has rejected the policy that I attacked. Tho Mysore IhijalPs 
right to adopt an heir and successor to bis Principality, 
vehemontl}^ denied at Calcutta, was so incontrovertihlo when tlu* 
case was once put into shape, that in a very full House of Coniiimns 
on tho 22nd of February, 1807, scarcely a dissentient nninimr 
was heard when Lord Cranborno announced his dettn-iuination to 
cancel tho repeated decisions of the Viceroy, and to recognise tht‘ 
adopted son. If I preached false doctrine, adverse to tlm 
interests of the Linpiro, so have Her Majesty^s Ministc'rs, and the 
JiOrds and Commons have acf|uiesced in it. 

iho tone and temper with which the executive functionaries in 
India have received the nows of their defeat,— the mnniKM’ in 
which, like their organ, they habitually speak of thinnselves as 

the Government,” — betray very clearly how unwilling tiny an' 
to bo restricted to their h‘gitirmite duties of administering tin* 
a Hairs of India under the control and instructions of thi‘ Ibitish 
(h’own and Parliament. Tiny umvittingly arrogate to themselvi's 
every Impori.'d prerogative. Tluy resent the elleelivo intei-lei’ema' 
of the Homo authorities, and object to any information oropinion 
on Indian affairs being conveyed to tho Secretary of State except 
tlirongh tho medium of their despatches and “ collections.” 
They have yet to learn the first principles of tho Imperial consti- 
tution, and their place in its practical working. 

Keasonablo persons, free from tho ollicial trammels and 
prejudices of Indian service, will admit that there may Ik* 
political cases beyond tho cognisance of any municipal court, 
whore a Native Prince has a right to appeal to the Crown and 
people of Great Britain against the erroneous or pDjjudiced 
verdict of provincial authority. Such a case was that of the 
Mysore Kajah^s claims. 

If then tho Rajah of Mysore had a riglit to appeal, ho had a 
right to secure competent advocates. If the work was lawful, 
surely payment was lawful. In many cases work is impossible 
without payment. Even tho ultra Puritans of Calcutta (who, we may 
presume, never accept payment for their labour), would, perhaps, 
hesitate to push their notions of disiuterestedness” so far as to 
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insist that no payment should be accepted for the expenses of 
printing, advertising, postage, carriage of parcels, travelling, the 
preparation of petitions, the purchase of books, and other 
essential matters, which soon swallow up hundreds of pounds. 

It is well known that more than one political appeal has been 
carried to a successful result by the well-paid exertions of 
solicitors, barristers, and parliamentary agents. I really cannot 
understand why 1 could not with as perfect propriety receive 
payment — or ratliej' compensation, — for advocatiug the claims of 
the Uajah of Mysore, as could 8ir Richard Bethell, then Her 
Mnjesty’s Attorney General, for advocating the claims of the Ranee 
of Tanjorc against the Government of India, when he denounced its 
policy as most violent and unjustifiable.^^ The only difibrence 
that 1 can see, is that the Attorney General must have received 
his fee before the appeal came on for liearing, while 1 received an 
unsolicited qnuhlani hoiioniruim, when the greater part of my 
voluntary work was done. 

It may bo said, such work is lawful for a professional advocati; 
or agent, but not for a retired Indian officer in the recoi])t of a. 
pension. Why not ? My half-pay does not bind me to political 
apathy or quiescence, or deprive me of the rights of a citizen. 1 
owe no allegiance to Governors or Councillors. When out of 
employ I owe no obedience to any of them. By opposing the 
officials in power in one of our dependencies 1 am not opposing the 
Government, though for the matter of that I have the right of 
being in opposition if 1 choose. 

Many eminent barristers, including some who have sat upon 
the woolsack, have been in the receipt of Army or Navy half-pay 
during the whole of their forensic career. I have never hoard 
that any such person felt himself debarred from holding a brief 
against Government. Nor shoidd I consider my position legally 
or morally modified, or my freedom of action increased, if I were 
now to bo called to tho bar. If half-pay or pension can bo 
I’egarded as at all in tho nature of a retaining fee, it ought to bo 
as a retaining fee from tho people who pay tho revenue from 
which it is drawn, and not from tho Executive Government for 
tho time being. 

Only one restriction appears to mo morally binding upon a 
retired public servant. Uo has no right to make use of official 
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information which ho has acquired as a public servant, for tlie 
purpose of opposing or obstructing the Government which he for- 
merly served, or, indeed, for any purpose whatever. Such infor- 
mation is not his property, nor is it at his disposal. The formal 
permission of Government is required for the publication of 
intelligence acquired under such circumstances. This rule \ hnvo, 
never broken. I have sought for authentic information in ('very 
quarter : I have never published anything that came into my 
hands in any official capacity. . 

But this restriction is at least equally binding up(m officials who 
have not retired. They have no right to make use of intelligence 
that falls into their hands officially, either for their private 
purposes, or for the attack or defence of public departments, 
without express permission. 

Few breaches of confidence can be concoivtHl more unwarrant- 
able — not to say dishonourable, — than for an executor or trustee, 
placed ill possession of the private accounts and correspondence of 
a deceased Prince or nobleman, to publish extracts from his 
letters, or detached items from his accounts, with the solo and 
express purpose of vilifying or annoying a political o[)[)onent, or 
a literary antagonist. 'Phis ofienco has been pi'i’petratcsl, or 
})ermitted, by the Calcutta Foreign Office, with the magnanimous 
object of injuring the writer who pons those lines, and who has 
been openly attacking its distinctive policy, — not, perhaps, with- 
out etfcct — during the last four years. 

Undoubtedly it became the duty of our Governmoet, at tlu' 
death of the late Rajah of Mysore, to take charge of all his 
{iroperty, and to have his private accounts and jiapers carefully 
searched and put in order, so that all sums duo might Ix' 
recovered, no false claims admitted, and no loss or malversation 
occur during the minority of the young Prince, our Ward. But 
oiir Government, acting as Guardian of a Native Princ(‘, has no 
right to publish his private affairs, or those of his father, to tin* 
world. 

With a view to putting a better face on this discroditabhi pro- 
ceeding, it has been represented as the publication of somo facts 
from the ^vcrcUscrvlce accounts of the Mifmrp Slafe.^* if this were 
true, the publication would still, unlc.ss expressly authorised by 
the Viceregal Government, be a breach of official trust. Hut it 
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is not true. The aftairs of the Mysore State*^ were entirely in 
the hands of the British Commissioner. The Rajah's own 
affairs wore strictly personal. The Rajah's private accounts 
referred solely to the receipts and disbursements of his privy 
purse, and concerned his family alone. British officials could 
demand access to them oidy in the confidential capacity of 
Guardian, and any knowledge thus obtained was available, in 
honour and justice, only for the protection and profit of the minor 
Prince. 

It appears possible, as has been quite lately suggested to me, 
that the items of intelligence referred to in the text, may have been 
furnished to the Friend of India by an official not so highly 
placed as the Viceroy or the Foreign Secretary. It may be so, 
but if it could bo shown to be so beyond a doubt, a great deal 
more would have to be shown before the aspect of the transaction 
was altered to the credit or honour of the Viceregal Government. 
It would have to bo shown that the Viceroy, on learning the 
publication of those items of intelligence, knowing well from 
whom they must have proceeded, had promptly disavowed and 
rebuked the unwarrantable breach of confidence committed by 
his subordinate, and had done his best to counteract and con- 
tradict the mischievous impression that the Friend of India, the 
vehicle for that breach of confidence, is the favoured organ of 
(lovernment. Nothing of this sort has ever, to my knowledge, 
been done. 


(M.) 

FXTRAC'rS FROxM THE TIMES AND PAl.L MALE 
GAZETTE. 

(Page 151.) 

From the Times, October 10, 1868. 

^‘44iere is a case now under the final consideration of the India 
Office — that of Prince Azeem Jah, which, though often discussed 
in India, is comparatively unknown at homo. One or two Par- 
liamentary debates a few sessions back gave it, indeed, a transient 
political importance, but it is now again almost forgotten. W o 
liave at present no wish to revive its liistory or to inflict at length 
upon our readers its somewhat dry details. Indeed, we refer to 
it partly in order to express our hope that it may at length be 
linally settled after so many years of wearisome, wasteful mis- 
miinngement, and tliat Parliament and the press may not again 
hi' troubled with it— -n dreary coutiiigoncv which i'^, unhappily, 
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still possible. But before it passes away into the cold oblivion of 
ancient Indian history, and is handed over by political depart- 
ments to students and antiquaries, there is one feature about it 
that we think well worth a passinj^^ notice, from the curious and 
instructive li^ht which it throws u])on olHcial alfairs in India, and 
specially upon the popular theory of Anglo-Indian ^administrative 
capacity.’ This feature, stripped of surroundings, is brielly this 
— that having long ago pledged themselves to relievo Prince 
Azeem Jah from the pn'ssurc of his debts and to ])aeify Ins 
creditors, the Indian authorities have managed I lie task in such 
an extiaordinary way that at the present moment tliey liave imi 
only failed entirely to accomplish it, but have actually increased 
the" importunity of the more important creditors, and, as a conse- 
(|uence, the troubles of the Prince. Yet the task was by no 
means a difficult one, and the rock upon which it Inis been 
wrecked was one whicli it needed no political prescience or jnme- 
t ration to avoid. A little common sense, combined with the most 
ordinary knowledge of human nature, was all that was required. 
The J’rince’s creditors formed two very ditl'ercnt (’lassos j oikj class, 
the ^secured,’ having great powers of anm'iying him — by selling his 
mortgaged property, and arresting the friends who liad gone 
security for him; the other, or 'unsecured,’ having no such^ 
means whatsoever, being dependent entirely on the jiromise ot 
the Prince, who is himself above the jurisdiction ol llni law couits, 
and exempt from arrest. Now, as the main object ot the autho- 
rities was to relieve the Prinec—who had, in return, ])l('(lged 
himself to cease from all agitatimi for what ho had jircviouslv 
claimed as his ancc’stral rights — it would have seenu'd that the 
one fact which above all others they ought to have kept pvomi- 
neutly in view was this vital all-important distinction between 
the two classes <c)f creditors. n * 

"For some inscrutable reason, however, they cither could not 
or would not see this, but resolved to treat all the creditors in 
iirecisely the same way. They appointed a Commissioner O ex- 
amino all claims and to distribute the Government gian , 
tho same time formally stipulated that any creditor who hron^ftit a 
claim before the Commissioner should, merc y by so 'loii'tf, 
sim all rifrht whatsoever further to sue or solicit the 1 nnee, no 
matter whether tho Commissioner accepted tho claim or not. 
'fho natural, wo might almost say tho necessary consciiiiencc o 
this extraordinao^ measure was that only the 'unsecured ere- 


mis exiraoruijuuy ...... : Au ilmv 

ditors accepted tho polite hut precarious invitation As t 

never had any means of putting pressure on the 1 

not care if the Commissioner rejected their elaitns, the ^ ^ 

the Prince remained practically just what it was bofor - 

for his free considciution ; while, on the other hiiiid, it tluo 
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claims wore even in part accepted, they got some Government 
money. But the ' secured^ creditors, having a firm hold on the 
IVincG, of course declined to run the grave risk incurred by thus 
putting themselves entirely at the mercy of the Commissioner, 
They failed to see the advantage of giving up everything on the 
cliance of g(‘tting nothing. They left the Government grant, 
£150,000, to the ‘unsecured^ creditors, upon whom it is, to all 
practical purposes, utterly wasted, since paying them in no way 
‘ relieves the Prince,^ and they themselves set to work to badger 
liim more vigorously than ever, very nearly creating a serious riot 
among tlic Mussulman population of Madras by attempting to 
arrest one of his sons in the harem. The Indian authorities arc, 
accordingly, after years of worry and of the most wasteful ex- 
])endituro of money and ^administrative capacity,^ much furtlier 
from their object than when they began. Not only are the Prince^s 
creditors more troublesome than ever, but his debts — some of 
them chargeable with such enormous interest as sixty per cent. — 
have been increasing like a rolling snowball, to say nothing of the 
oxpenseof the ingenious Commission itself. It is rumourcMl that they 
now, with almost equal ingenuity, have devis(;d a scheme for pay- 
ing the secured creditors with money stopped out of the Prince’s 
revenues. In other words, they wish to take money out of his 
left pocket nnd put it into his right. If this clever conjuror’s 
trick pleases him, well and good. As British taxpayers we shall 
not complain. But if he is not (piito so simple, then we fear there 
will bo further agitation of his claims, more wearisome talking in 
Parliament, more wearisome writing in the press, and, worse 
still, there wdll be the keeping still longer open one of tliosc^ 
‘ running sores’ always so mischievous, sometimes at a crisis so 
dangerous, to the contentment and consequent prosperity of oui* 
Indian Ijm})iro. Let us hope to be spared this furllior pi'oof of 
Anglo-Indian ‘administrative capacity.’ ” 

Prom the J*all Mall (lazettr, 28th August, I8(i8. 

“The Prince’s debts were of two very dilfercnt kinds, call(‘d 
respectively ‘ secured’ and ^ unsecured.’ As the names imply, 
the former were those for which the creditors had some security 
in the shape of a claim cither upon the property of the Prince 
himself, or upon tlie property, and also the persons, of his gua- 
rantees. These creditors had accordingly almost unlimited means 
of annoying him, and, as we have seen, exercised them very freely, 
d’he other class of creditors — the “ unsecured” — had nothing but 
the Prince’s promise to pay, and, as he was personally exempt 
from the jurisdiction of the law courts, this promise gave them 
no power whatever of annoyance. Our readers niust keep care- 
fully in mind thi.s all-important distinction between the two classes 
of creditors, for the whole how-not-to-do-it character of the story 
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turns upon it. Now, if Government hud inteiulod to ])nv all cro 
ditors lu full, it obviously would not have mattered how or in 
wliat order they paid them. ' Secured^ and ^ unsecurc'd’ would 
then have fared alike, and been alike appeased. But full iiaynient 
happened to be altoj^ether out of the questiou. No sane Govern- 
ment would have offered, no sane creditor would oven have ex- 
pected it. There are countries, less virtuous than our own, in 
which this uuderstandin<r ig common enough. In India, for ’in- 
stance, we remember once asking a tradesman— and ho' was an 

nltro-rospcctablo Briton moreover, keeping more than one gig 

how he protected himself from loss in dealing v^ith Native Princes 
above the law ? His method was very simple. Jlo 'charged four 
times the value of the article, and made the jiurchaser pay half in 
advance.^ The (rovernmeiit, in the case under discussion, made 
an approximate estimate not of what sum the creditors claiimal, 
but of what was likely to quiet them, and straightway set about 
dividing it. A legislative Act was jiassed appointing a (^nnmis- 
sioner — of course on a handsome salary, — and all creditors ' se- 
cured^ and ' unsecured,^ were told that if they would apjiear by 
a certain date before him he would, on the part of the (Govern- 
ment, consider tlieir claims to a share in (he money vot(‘d for the 
Prince but — and the 'buPis all-important — it was further distinctly 
stipulated that, whether the Commissioner approved a claim or not, 
the claimant, by the mere act of bringing it before him, forfeited 
his right to enforce it on the Prince ; in other words, tlu' (Jom- 
missioner, while binding himself to nothing, expected the cre- 
ditors to bind themselves to everything : if their claims happemsl 
to be ajiprovcd, well and good, tliey got more or less money ; but 
if not, they lost everything — they got no money from the Com- 
missioiKU’, and yet could hot again tiiin to tlu' Prince. Now 
surely, one woqld think, even the aveiagi; otlicial intelle^d might 
have foreseen the natural, the inevitable consequem'es of such a 
measure as this. You have a large body of creditors, of whom 
some have cogent means of enforcing their claims, while the n'st 
have no means whatsoever, and though it is known and coritessed 
that you are not going to pay the claims in full, or anything like 
in full, you ask all the creditors to put them.selves on the same 
equal footing and accept just what they can g(d — rnueli, little, m- 
nothing, as you may think fit. Are not the consequmici's as 
certain as that the sun will rise to-morrow ? Tin' unsi'cured cn'- 
ditors who have no power of annoying the Prince will come for- 
ward readily enough — they have nothing to lose, and everything 
to gain; but the secured will not Yoluntarily abandon their ad- 
vantage ground, and come down to the level of the un.«ecured. 
They will only exert more vigorously than ever the power of annoy- 
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anco which has already extorted from Government some conces- 
sions, in the hope that it will extort more. 

However, the official intellect could not see all this. The 
Government undertook to relievo the I’rince from duns and 
debt. The duns were never so troublesome and furious as they 
have been since the establishment of the commission ; the debts 
have increased enormously, not unnaturally, considering that 
they all bear interest, some of them as high as sixty per cent. It 
undertook to do justice to the creditors, going out of its way, 
sacrificing its main object, in order to avoid favouring one class 
of creditors at thfe expense of the other. It has really handed 
over to one class the money intended for both, since, according 
to the lawyers, the ‘ unsecured’ creditors, having alone cornpliccl 
with the conditions prescribed by Government, are alone entitled 
to the money voted by it. It undertook, by a satisfactory setth;- 
inont of the Prince’s aftairs, to rid itself of a standing source of 
odium and embarrassment. It still has the Prince lying more 
lielplcssly than over on its hands, with heavier debts and more 
rabid duns ; and, in addition to this, having given him a new 
title, to bo continued to his family, it bids fair to present to its 
subjects the edifying spectacle of a lino of Princes of its own crea- 
tion hopelessly bankrupt and beggared. It undertook to conci- 
liate the largo class of Natives, naturally discontented and dis- 
gusted at the misfortunes of their dethroned Prince. It had the 
satisfaction the other day of seeing a serious riot, occasioned by 
the attempt of a bailiff to force his way into the women’s a])art- 
inents, and arrest the Princess son. If another bailift‘ would only 
succeed in getting into the harem, and insulting two or three 
ladies of the family, Government might even have, perhaps, the 
pleasure of putting down a little Mutiny. It undertook — but why 
multiply needless proofs of this unrivalled power of not doing a 
thing ? It is more to the point to warn the circurnlocutioinsts 
not to bo lulled into a false security by their brilliant success, 
^riiere are rumours that another sum of money — we believe 
1100,000 or 1150,000 — is likely to bo voted for distribution 
among the * secured’ creditors. If by any supinencss or inadvert- 
ence on tho part of the circumlocutionists this sum be allowed to 
reach its destination, tho creditors may bo appeased, tho Prince 
relieved. Government disembarrassed, and the people pleased : in 
a word, tho toilsome work and glorious monument of years may 
bo overthrown in a day. 

It now only remains for us to tell the general reader who tho 
personages of our story are. He will hear with a thrill of patriotic 
pride what, unless ho is a very vainglorious Briton, he will of 
course never have ventured to suspect — that the gifted circumlocu- 
tionists are his own fellow-countrymen, and may be seen any day 
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in Victoria-street, Calcutta, and Madras. Tlio Prince is that 
illustrious Nawab, or ex-Nawab, of tlio Carnatic, and scarcely less 
illustrious Parliamentary boro, liis Highness Aziokm Jaii.” 


. 

TJsscnilal parts of the TreatieSy with an Extract from an Ojiinion 
h\j the IJononrahle J. 71. Norton, now Advocate General and 
Member of the Le<jis}ativc Connell of Madhjs. 


Preatnblo to the Treaty of 1787. 

Treaty of perpetual friendship, alliance, and socui-ity, con- 
cluded between the Honourable Major-Ceneral Sir Archibald 
Campbell, Knight of the Hath, President and Covernor of Port 
St. George and the Council thereof, on the ])art of the United 
Company of Merchants trading to tho East Indies, and His 
Highness the Nawab Wallajah Omdut-ool-Moolk Ameor-ool- 
Hind Asoph-ood-Dowlah Anwar-ood-deen Khan Hahadoor 
Zaffer Jung Sipah Salar, Soobadar of the Carnatic, on behall oi 
himself, his heirs and snccessors”* 


From the Preamble to tho Treaty of 1 702. 

The Eight Honourable Charles Karl Cornwallis, Knight of 
the Most Noble Order of the Garter, Governor General, Ac., Ac., 
Ac., invested Avith full ])Owers on the part of the Honourabaj 
English East India Company, their heirs and snceessorsyon one 
party and the Nawab Wallajah Amecr-ool-llind Omdiit-ool- 
Moolk Asoph-eod-Howlah Anwar-ood-deen Khan Bahadoor Zaller 
Jung Sipah Salar, Nawab of the Carnatic, in his own name, and 
fur himself and his successor, his eldest son, the Nawab Omdut- 
ool-Oomra, and his heirs and snreessors, on the other part, agree to 
tho following Articles, which shall bo binding on tho respective 
contracting parfiesd’f 


Treaty with Azeem-ood-Dowlau, 1801, 

Treaty for settling tho succession to the Soubadarry of the 
territories of Arcot, and for vesting the administration of the civil 
and military', government of tho Carnatic Paycn ^ 

United Company of Merchants of England trading to tho Las 

Indies. 


♦ Collection of Treaties, vol. v, p. 227. 
t Ibid.y vol. v. p. 280. 
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Whereas the several Treaties which have been coucUided 
between the United Company of Merchants of England trading to 
the East Indies, and their Highnesses heretofore Nawabs of tlio 
Carnatic, have been intended to cement and identify the interests 
of the contracting parties ; and wliereas, in conformity to tlio 
spirit of the alliance, the said Company did, by tlio ^rreaty con- 
cluded on the 12th July, 1792 , with the late Nawab Wolaii Jali, 
relinquish extensive pecnniaiy advantages, accpiired by the 
previous Treaty of ' 1787 , with the view and on the consideration 
of establishing a more adequate security for the interests of tlu‘ 
British Governmoiit in the Carnatic; and irlurcits siihsniKPuf 
(‘.wpitvioncc hdfi pruned that the intcniioii of iho controcinof purti ^ 
Jinn not breii fidfillrd by fho proulfiions (f any offhv Trcafh's Jo’rrlo- 
fore comdnded. brtwo.en flam; and whereas the innsnnd of tlio 
Soubadarry of Arcot having become vacant, the Erince A/ei'in- 
ood-Dowlah JJaliadoor has been established by the Englisli Bast 
India Company in the rank, property, and possessions of liis 
ancestors, heretoforo Nawabs of the Carnatic; and wherc'as tlio 
sjiid Company and His Highness the said Ih’im'o Azoeni-ood- 
Dowlah Hahadoor have judged it expedient that addilloiiol pro- 
should at this tiinr be madr for fhr piirjiof^r <f •'^applyiny fhr 
defecds of all foDner enyayonients, and of rshddlshiinj the eotmertion 
betweoh the said rontrartiny safeties oil a jirnnanrid, basis oj 
seenrify, in all times to eome ; wherefore the following Treaty is 
now established and concluded by the Right Honourable Edward 
liord Clive, Governor in Council of Eort St. Gcoigo, by and with 
the sanction and authority of His Excellency the Most Noble the 
]\[nrquis Wellesley, k. p.. Governor General in Council of all tin' 
Rritish possessions in the East Indies, on bc'iialf of the said 
United Company, on the one part, and by His Iliglnn'-s 
the Nawab Wolau dah Ummeor-ool-Dowlah Madar-ool-Moolk 
Ummoer-ool-Hind Azeem-ool-Dowlah Rahadoor kshowkut Jung 
Sippa ISalar, Nawab Soubadar of the Carnatic, on his own behalf, 
on tho other part, for settling the succession to the Soubadarry of 
the territories of Arcot, and for vesting the administration of tho 
civil and military government of the Carnatic in tho UnitL'<l 
Company of Merchants of England trading to tho Bast Indies.” 

Article 1. 

The Nawab Azoem-ood-Dowlah Bahadoor is hereby formally 
established in the state and rank, with tho dignities dependent 
thereon, of his ancestors, heretofore Nawabs of tho Carnatic, and 
tho possession thereof is hereby guaranteed by tlio Honourable 
East India Company to His said Highness Azeem-ood-I)owlah 
Bahadoor, wlio lias accordingly succeeded to the Boubadarry of 
the territories of Arcot.” 



Article 2. 

Sneh jHirts of tlio Tnurtirs ht'rrfnfore courhdh 'l hi fK^i'on ///-- 
s((id Indui Company and tla'tr Hajhnrsar.'ifhcrrlifn-i' Nairtdif 
(f the CarnafiCf ah' am calculaicd to utmuijtlirn tin' aUia}(('i\ to 
('(■mont tho friendship, and> to idrntfy the interests if the eonfraet- 
Inj p>artii‘s, are heredaj renewed and confinned, and ncL'onliiijjfly 
tlio tVieiuls or enemies of cither arc tho friends and enemies of 
both parties. 

Article d. 

“ 'fhe Ilonoiiraldo Company her(‘by charges itself witli tin* 
maintenance and support of the military force necessary for tin' 
(h'fenco of tho Carnatic, and for the protection of the rights, 
])erson, and property of the said I^awab A/emn-ood-Dowlali 
Cahadoor; and with theview of revirimj the fnndanienf(d prineiph v 
of the alli<inri‘ hefwceii his aneestors and the I’inijlish Nat not, tin' 
saitl Navvab Aze('m-ood-l)owlah stipulates ami agi’ees that ho ^vill 
not enter upon any negociation or correspomhmci^ with any 
Jbiropean or Native Cower, without the knowledge and ct)nseiil/ 
of tho said Kiiglish Company. 

Article k 

It is hcreb^^ stipulated and agreed that tin; sole find exclusive 
administration of the civil and military govennm'nts ol fill the 
t ('rritories find dependencies of tlie Carmitic Payen Chfit, togi tlu'r 
with th(' full and exclusive right to the revenues tlu'ri'ol (with the 
exce])tion of such portion of the Sfiid revenui's as shall lie appi’o- 
])rinted for the maintenance of tho said Nawab and toi‘ the 
su[)port of his dignity) shall be for ever vested iii the said English 
(himpany ; and the said Company shall aceordhajh/ jiossi'ss the 
soh^ ])ow'er and anthoi*ily of constituting and ajipointing wdhonf 
am/ i life r /'ere nee tnt the pari oj the said Naieati, all oilicers lor tin; 
collection of the revenues, and of establi'^hing Courts tor the 
fidministration of civil and criminal judical ure. 

Article 5. 

It is hereby stipulated and agreed that ono-lifth part <»( tln' 
net revenues of the Carnatic shall be aniimilly allotted for the 
maintenance and support ot the said Nawab and ot his own imme- 
diate family.* * * 

Article 9. 

^^Tho English Company engages to take into consideration tho 
actual situation of the families of their Highnesses tho late 
Nawabs Wolau Jah and Omdut-ool-Omnih Hahadoor, as well fis 
the situfition of tho principal ofticers of His late 
goveniment; and the Hritish Government shall charge itse 1 with 
The expense (chargeable on the revenues of the (’arnidic) ' 
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suitable provision for tlicir respective maintenance. The amount 
of the above-mentioned expenses, to bo defrayed by the Company, 
shall ho dlsirihutcd, with the knowledge of the said Nawah, in snch 
manner as shall ho judged proper. 

Article 10. 

^'The said Nawab Azeem-ood-Dovvlah Bahadoor shall, in all 
places, on all occasions, and at all times, be treated with the 
respect and attention duo to His Highness\s rank and situation, 
as an Ally of the British Government, and a suitable guard shall 
bo appointed from the Company's troops for the protection of 
Ilis said Highnesses person and palace. 

***** 

Separate Explanatory Articles. 

Separate Explanatory Articles annexed to the Treaty for 
settling the succession to the Soubadarry of the territories of 
Arcot and for vesting the administration of the civil and military 
government of the Carnatic Payen Ghat in the United Company 
of Merchants of England trading to the East Indies. 

Article 1. 

Wlioreas it is stipulated by the fifth Article of the Treaty that 
the sum to be appropriated to the support of the dignity of His 
Highness the Nawab Azecm-ool-Dowlah Bahadoc>r shall bo 
calculated at one-fifth part of the net revenues of the Carnatic, 
and whereas the improvement of the said revenues which, under 
Providence, may bo expected to arise from the effects of the 
present arrangement, may render tlic said fifth part greater than 
will bo necessary to the purposes intended by the contracting 
])artios, it is hereby explained, for the better understanding of 
the 5th Article of the Treaty, that whenever the whole net 
revenue of the Carnatic, including the sums to bo deducted, 
according to the (>th Article of the Treaty, shall exceed the sum 
of twenty-five lakhs of Star Pagodas, then in that case the fifth 
part of such surplus shall be applied to the repair of fortifications, 
to the establishment of a separate fund for the eventual exigencies 
of war, or to the military defence of the Carnatic, in such 
manner as may bo determined by the Governor in Council of 
Port St. George, after 2 >y^i^ious communication to His Ilighicss 
the Nawah Azeeyn-ood-lJowlahJ^* 

* Collection of Treaties^ vol. v., pp. 248 to 255. 
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Extract from the Opinion of Mr, J. B. Norton, now 
Advocatc-Gencral of Madras. 

Botli Lord Harris and Lord Dalhousio insinuate a doubt as to 
whothcr tho Treaty of 1801 can bo considered a Treaty at all. 
This I presume is on tho ground that tho whole power was in tho 
hands of tho ono party, the other entirely at his mercy. 

But the very first word in the contract is ^Triaties.* Treaties 
are divided into equal and unequal; and they may bo so oitlier 
with regard to the status of the contracting parties, or the subject 
matter ; and a Treaty is not less a Treaty because of the in- 
equality of tho parties, however that may ditibr in degree. 
Though Prince Azccm-ood-T)owlah was personally powerless, the 
condition of tho country at that time, tho comparatively unsettled 
power of the English, the chance of tho Pnuce forming formid- 
able alliances or combinations against them, were all ample con- 
sideration fur their entering into a Treaty with him, as tho next 
heir of tho last tenant of the Musnud. 

“Lord Harris in effect coiifinos himself to the Treaty of 1801. 
l^ord Dalhousio expressly says that ^it is quite unnecessanj to 
mahi avq reference to tho Treaties of 1785, 1787, and 1702.’ 

“ ^riiis is a very convenient and compendious fashion of getting 
rid of those Treaties ; but the Treaty of 1801 is expressly ‘/or the 
jiurpose of supphjitnj the defects of all former euqaijements it re- 
fers to tho Treaties of 1702 and 1787, which, it says, experience; 
has proved not to have fulfilled their objects; and according to 
all tho ordinary rules of interjDrctation, all these ^Preaties must 
necessarily be read together, and form in fact ono ^J’reaty. 

“ If this bo so, there is an end of the question, for the earlier 
MVeaties are all expressed to bo with the Nabobs Hheir Jndrs and 
suiuwssors,^ and fjom a perusal of them it will bo seen that they 
are real Treaties, from tho very objects they souglit to provide fui*. 

“The Treaty of 1801 provides ‘additional ju’ovisions for sup- 
plying the ‘defects^ of former engagements. Jlow can these di;- 
fects be ascertained, how can what is additional bo defined, with- 
out a reference to tho former Treaties? 

“The 2nd Article of the Treaty of 180! expressly ratifies, ‘re- 
news and confirms/ all parts of former Treaties which ai’O ‘eal- 
eulatcd to strengthen tho alliance, cement the friendship, ami 
identify the interests if the contracting parties.* 

“ How can the earlier Treaties bo repudiated in tho face of this 
Article ? What can be more calculated to effect these objects 
than those parts of tho former Treaties which settle tho order of 
succession to the Musnud, and make it perpetual in the reigning 
family — the very object of tho Treaty of 1801 being 'to settte the 
succession’ to tho Carnatic? 
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** But I am further of opinion that the Treaty of 1801, taken by 
itself, is a real and not a personal Treaty. 

“ It is not necessary, as Grotius points out, that the term 
' heirs and successors,^ should bo ^ introduced in order to make 
the Treaty reuL* It suffices if such terms are used as show it 
is not to be confined to a specified limited duration ; and I find 
that the Treaty of 1801 expressly recites that it is ^to place the 
connection between the contracting parties on a per 0101101 1 basis 
of security in nil time to come.* How is this language possible, 
compatible with a severance of connexion immediately on th(5 
death of Azeem-ood-Dowlah ? Article 4 vests the ^administra- 
tion^ of the Carnatic in the East India Company ^for ever.* O’his 
is the other side of the contract ; and surely the same duration 
must bo given to the ono as to the other. 

Looking at the acts of the East India Company when the 
Musnud was vacant in 1801, I cannot but think that what they 
really did was to re-establish it in the person of A/.eem-iil-Dowlah 
(tnd his sweessors. 

If the whole body of Treaties, as I think, form ono Ih’oaty, 
if tho favourable parts of all foi'iner 1’reati(^8 were renewed by the 
Treaty of 1801, there can be no doubt about it.^’ 
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